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March 31, 2001 3 me pa 
; Sanat 


TO: President George W. Bush FAX 202-456-2461 = uo my 
Jane Garvey, FAA Administrator, FAX 202-267-5047. 


Bill Ellis, Air Traffic Division Manager for New England, Cell | us 
, 781-910-9941 FAX for FAA at Logan 617-569-5910 : = 
FROM: Gilbert R. Lavoie, M.D., MPH, and Bonnie Lavoie, Ph.D., MPH, inf, 
Sumner Street, East Boston, MA 02128 oy Zz , 


FAX 617-567-9844 Phone 617-567-3371 
RF: Contmuing the Dialogue on Logan Airport 
A Specific Environmental Issuc You can Support! 


The citizens of the Boston area had a meeting with Mayor Menino and other state 
and local representatives On March 25, 2001. The object was allow residents ta 
voice their opposition to MassPort's plans to construct a new runway and taxiway 
at Logan International Airport. Now 13 Boston area communities are united in 
opposition to this expansion. 


Please come to Boston to speak with us about our dilemma. Why? You are 
showing yourself to be a fair and honorable man. We deeply appreciate your 
gesture toward Representative Moakley. Kennedy and Kerry have been silent on 
this issue; the citizens arc not pleased with their refusal to state their position. 
With the following points, you may wish to consider adding your voice to 
regionalization and thus begin to further build understanding toward Republican 
goals which include protecting our citizens while encouraging businesses. 

1. Logan is one of the smallest major international airports in the country in terms 
of land area. It is one of the few airports in an urban highly populated area. 

2. Already burdened by poor air quality, the local community is forced to deal 
with noxious pollutants emanating from both idling planes at the runway and 
circling over the neighborhood, as well as an increase in emissions due to 
incoming vehicular traffic to Logan. The Secretary of Environmental Affairs has 
already deemed MassPort one of the largest polluters in the Commonwealth due to 
pollutants at Logan. 

3. Somewhere in this equation there has to be a place for the health and 
well-being of the citizenry. 

4. Our representatives (Traveglini, Petruccelli, and Scapicchio) are of the opinion 
that a cap on the number of flights is required in order for Logan to maintain 
efficiency while being sincere to address public safety, reduce noise and air 
pollution and provide a significant decrease in overall traffic congestion. Is there 
a long-term plan on the horizon to acknowledge this saturation point of Logan? 


ipush 


Letter 200 


February 1, 2001 


TO: President George W. Bush FAX 202-456-246] 
FAA Administrator, Jane Garvey FAX 202-267-5047 


FROM: Gilbert R. Lavoie, M.D., and Bonnie Lavoie, Ph.D., 422 Sumner Street, 
East Boston, MA 02128 
FAX 617-567-9844 Phone 617-567-3371 


RE: Continuing the Dialog on the Concerns related to Increasing Runways and 
Traffic at Logan International Airport 


1 called the FAA in D.C. and obtained the web site address {o obtain more specific 
information. I was given the name of Mr. Doug Davis, phone 202-267-3499, who 
very graciously offered to have us call if we needed further help. 


We recently moved into the historic Jeffries Point section of East Boston, before 
there was any talk about increasing the air traffic or runways. The community is a 
wonderful place to live; but the older citizens are extremely wary and distrusting 
of Massport which operates Logan International Airport. 


As we became more involved in the community, we grew to understand the many 
problems with the airport. Historically, the East Boston area was promised that 
Logan would not be enlarged as the densely populated community was already 
experiencing excess noise and pollution. They also still remembered many 
unfortunate incidents related to the building of the airport, one of the most tragic 
being the destruction of their beloved Wood Island Park created by the famous 
landscape architech, Olmstead. To understand their grief, onc would have to 
picture bulldozers arriving at the park one morning and proceeding to bulldoze 
hundreds of trees in one day. These were the days when the community process 
was not utilized in all communities. 


This information is important to understand the background of the community 
surrounding the airport. It is also important to note that old Boston has perhaps 
the greatest concentration of historic buildings in the nation. This area and the 
beautiful waterfront including the historic Quincy Market area are directly across 
the water from Jeffries Point in East Boston. 


More information and maps to follow... 


Letter 201 


April 30, 2001 


John C. Silva 

Manager, Environmental Programs 
Airports Divisoin, ANE-600 

New England Region 

12 New England Executive Park 
Burlington, MA 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva: 


I am writing to express my opposition to the expansion of Logan Airport via 
proposed Runway 14/32. The proposed runway is a shortsighted, band-aid 
solution to the problem of insufficient capacity facing Logan Airport. Building yet 
another runway will not alleviate the problem. Massport cannot and should not be 
allowed to build its way out of the problems facing the Airport. 


By Massport's own admission building a new runway will alleviate delays for 
only a maximum of 3 years and even then only 20% of the time while doing 
nothing to expand capacity. 


Take the Philadelphia Airport as an example of a city airport that has attempted to 
use expansion to alleviate delays. The massive 5000-foot runway that was 
recently completed was purported to decrease delays by 30%. In reality delays 
have only decreased by 8%. 


All other major metropolitan airports serving metropolitan areas larger than 
Boston currently have an average of three to four runways. Logan already has 
five. What then is the problem? Poor management. Massport should be working 
with other airports both regionally and nationally and the FAA to determine a set 
of "best practices" that in the end would serve the surrounding communities, 
Massport and Logan travelers well. 


Massport has consistently dismissed time and airline traffic management 
strategies such as "slotting" and "peak hour pricing" for use at Logan. In fact 
these techniques have worked at other airports. They have reduced burdens on 
the traveling public, the Airport and the surrounding communities. 


The majority of air travelers from the New England Region who utilize Logan 
Airport are from outside 128. The residents of East Boston, Winthrop and other 
cities and towns surrounding Logan Airport are living in soot covered homes, 
breathing air full of fuel and deafened by jet engines at all hours of the day and 
night. It is only fair that the other airports in the region absorb what is truly a 
minimal amount of the total flights. East Boston and the surrounding communities 
should not be forced to accommodate the needs of residents from outlying areas. 


May 02 om. 


Of course the communities surrounding Hanscom, Worcester, Manchester and 
other regional airports are up in arms about the effect increased local air traffic 
will have on their historic countryside. However, the enormous National Park 
System of Boston's Harbor Islands, the delicate marine eco-system and the 
densely populated neighborhoods surrounding Logan Airport are equally 
important to residents of the Boston area. Increased air traffic will be detrimental 
to these areas which are already constantly bombarded by the noise and emissions 
of Logan's ground crews as well as the arriving and departing planes. Is one 
aspect or location of history more precious than another? 


To date all the residents of East Boston and the surrounding communities have 
received from Logan airport are broken promises and legal wrangling. What 
Logan airport and the region needs is better management and a sound business 
plan working in conjunction with a regionalized transportation plan that utilizes 
all 13 regional airports, train routes like the Acela Express (which has a 94% on- 
time rate) and 21st Century modes of communication such as teleconferencing 
and the like which would alleviate the need for expensive travel all together. 


As a concemed resident of East Boston I implore you to preserve the 1976 
injunction impeding construction of Runway 14/32 and to demand that Massport 
conduct a comprehensive environmental impact study in conjunction with MEPA 
and an unbiased outside contractor. Only then will the residents of East Boston 
and all of the communities surrounding Logan Airport be assured that 
Massachusetts elected officials are acting in the best interest of all of the residents 
of our great state. Thank you. 


Sincerely, 


James Alan Linthwaite 
136 Coleridge Street 
East Boston, MA 02128-1574 


Cc: Secretary Robert Durand 
Senator Edward Kennedy 
Senator John Kerry 
Mayor Thomas Menino 
Mr. Arthur Pugsley, MEPA 
Boston Globe 
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I would like to request that you support many communities and say “‘N O” to the 
new runway 14/32 at Logan Airport. 


Listed below are a few reasons why I believe that there should NEVER be 
another runway at Logan Airport: 


The new runway will spoil many communities. This is only a band-aid solution to 
the problem. 


The new runway will make more traffic and presently there is NOT enough 
parking available for the demand at Logan. 


Logan has more runways than most airports. In a few years, Logan will want to 


put in more runways. Logan has to be “Stopped” in building this or any more 
runways. 


Most big cities like Boston have more than 1 airport to support the city/state. It is 
time that another airport pick up that travel burden. 


Logan has taken parks and houses from East Boston. “Enough is Enough”. When 
is this going to “STOP”? 


Presently, there is a large health hazard for the communities around Logan. “Do 
you want this problem to get larger’’? 


Boston. East Boston, Fan Pier, South Boston is trying to improve the Harbor 
Area. Yet, with this new runway, who would want to live or work in that area? 


With Worcester and Hansom Airports — those communities should take the 
increase of air traffic. “NO MORE FOR THE BOSTON AREA”. We have lived 


with the airport for years and please do not allow this new runway at Logan and 
spoil everything that has been done to improve Boston. 


Most travelers in other states have to travel 30-45 minutes to get to an airport. 


e New York — both airports have FEWER runways than Logan. Why does Logan 
need more runways than other major large busy airports? 


Please assist many communities and say “NO” to the new runway at Logan Airport. 


In advance, thank you for your assistance in this very important matter. 
_ff{aA Mf Lea a 
19) Webster STB Y 
Eanes BoSlen, MA 22027 


Letter A04. 


Kehoe, Barbara(ENV) 
From: Tim Mizell [tmizell@mediaone.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2001 4:57 PM 
To: Kehoe, Barbara (ENV) _ 

Subject: Runway 14/32 


To whom it may concern: 


I would just like to say that I live in East Boston at the end of runway 15/33 currently. I do support 
runway 14/32. What I don't support is the current way that the airport is operating. 


I hear constantly about delays at Logan Airport and how flights from there rarely leave on time as 
well as flights arriving there rarely arrive on time. I know this because I experience it constantly. 
What I don't understand is that the airport has been operating with such tremendous delays for a while 
now. How in the hell is an airline able to add new flights to their existing service when there aren't 
enough time slots to allow the current number of flights to arrive and depart on time. Example: Delta - 
Airlines recently started nonstop service to London. How is an airline able or given permission to add 
new flights when the existing flights can't land and takeoff on time. . 


I guess what I am getting at is that if the new runway is going to be built, it should be done with the 
understanding that the airlines are not going to be allowed to add 60 more daily flights because of the 
"all of a sudden there is a new runway and we can add more flights now” attitude. The new runway 
needs to be built to alleviate EXISTING DELAYS, NOT TO ALLOW THE AIRLINES TO ADD A 
TON MORE FLIGHTS PER DAY. If they want to add more service, tell them to fly in bigger jets in 
their current time slots. If they can't deal with that, tell them to SHUTUP about it. 


Thanks for your efforts in building a better Boston. 


Sincerely, 

Tim Mizell, RN BSN 

1 Prescott Street Unit 304 
East Boston, MA 02128 


Letter 205 


William and Joanne O’Hara 


Wednesday, May 9, 2001 


Mr. John Silva 

FAA 

12 New England Executive Park 
Burlington, MA 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva, 


In response to the hearing on Wednesday, April 25, 2001, I would like to express my 
concerns on the proposed construction of runway 14/372. 


As a life-long resident of East Boston and a homeowner (my childhood home). I must 
oppose the construction of this runway. It will not help deter delays. The delay situation 
in this country is based on several factors. The main delay problem is the antiquated 
radar system in this country. The second delay problem is the constant changing of 
weather patterns (due to green-house) that cause a ripple effect through out the system. 


Boston is a small city compared with the likes of NY, San Francisco, Dallas, etc. , 
It is time that Massport take a look at a second airport. The construction of another 
runway is a band aid on a fatal wound. 


I attended the April 25 hearing and listened to many different versions pro and con,,! 
was sickened by the response of the business community. Yes, I love progress, but at 
what cost? The CEO’s and Presidents were concerned that their employees could not 
make their 8:30 meetings on time. These were men and women living in a nice quiet 
bedroom community, able to breathe and sleep without fear of noxious fumes, or 

violent shaking of their homes that they work so hard for. What a shame when the 

almighty buck is put forth before the well-fare of every living and breathing creature! 


122 Bayswater Street, East Boston, MA 02128 


MAY 11 ony; 


Mr. Silva, I urge you to search the bottom of your being and face the humanity of 


this situation, not the dollar value of the deal! 


I’m just a little ordinary person trying to live and enjoy what my husband and I, and 


my parents and grandparents before me have done. 


Sincerely, 


3 
~ 
y 


Joanne O’ Hara 


va Letter 206 


~ June 4, 2001 


Mr. Robert Durand, Secretary 
Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 


Attention MEPA Office | , mee 
Mr. Arthur Pugsley - EOEA No, 10458 AUN 8G ono 
251 Causeway Street. 
Boston, MA 02114 = 

; ; ul t Ph 5 t 
Dear Secretary Durand, 


1 arn writing to your office to express my firmly held opposition to the proposed Logan 
Airport expansion plans. Massport has repeatedly misrepresented the facts in this case. 
Their plans to reduce delays is merely a means to “cook the books” by disguising true 
delays causing further customer dissatisfaction and expand runways without managing 
current demand levels in an intelligent and appropriate manner. [ urge you to setiously 
consider the comments of the residents in the impacted communities as their lives are 
truly at stake,. 


Centerfield Taxiway 


I strongly oppose the building of the centerfield taxiway as it is only a means to disguise 

the delay situation at Logan airport by simply allowing planes to back away from their 
departure gate and then sit on a taxiway. Technically, the plane is then not delayed for 

- takeoff yet it hasn’t left the ground. I have personally witnessed night after night after 
night of 10 to 15 planes, yes, J said 10 to 15 planes, sitting on the Novernber taxiway 
waiting for takeoff. If this plan is approved, passengers sitting on plaries on the taxiways 
will hear the pilots announce, “ladies & gentlemen, we are 32" in line for takeoff, your 
patience is truly appreciated”. Now, I ask you, is that good customer service??? 
Furthermore, current agreements with Massport allow only 5 planes to idle their engines 
and sit on the November taxiway, yet they repeated ignore this ruling. What will happen 
if the Centerfield Taxiway is built, perhaps 30 to 50 planes sitting on the taxiways, 
idling their engines, spewing pollutants into my neighborhood for our elderly and 

children to breathe? This is an unconscionable situation. It is a potential environmental 
disaster waiting to happen. 


- Runway 14/32 | 

This runway is simply a means to triple the number of takeoffs and landings over Orient 
Heights without any sensible plans to manage the current demand, The number of 
requests from airlines to takeoff from Logan Airport at specific times during the day are 
feasibly impossible to fulfill, That is why there are delays at Logan. If a business person 
were to manage their company’s customer demand in the same manner they would be 
fired for incompetence!!! Promising customers a product which is physically irnpossible 
to deliver is fraud!!! An additional runway is just another means to “hide” a poorly 
managed operation. All the new pavement in the world will not correct poorly run 
airport operations. | 


Lowered Instrument Landing System Minimums . 

The proposed lowering of minimums during bad weather and foggy conditions is a death 
sentence to the Orient Heights community. Would you want a plane flying blind over 
your home home in a snowstorm or severe fog conditions? We have already had one 
plane land into the front of a house on Baywater Street, why risk another. Why disk our 
lives? Approaches to runway 22L pass directly over the Orient Heights community. 
They are a major if not primary component of the aitport’s cumulative environmental 
impacts for noise and air pollution on our community. Please do not allow the minimums 
to be lowered any more than they are already. 


In closing, I urge you and your staff to search your own conscience. How would you 
like your children, brothers and sisters, rmother and father, grandparents to live? With 
the constant presence of more and more pollutants in your back yard? With the fear of a 
plane landing tnto your house on a stormy night? Or dozens and dozens of planes — 
constantly humming their engines such that you have to close your windows on a mild 
summer evening when you should be enjoying the cooling ocean breeze? Please study 
both sides of this issue carefully and J am confident that you too will oppose the. _ 
expansion plans of Logan Airport. | 


wary) 4 Rasialls 


Kathleen L. Rinaldo 
1097 Saratoga Street 
East Boston, MA. 02128 
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Dear Secretary Durand, 


I have been a resident of East Boston for 24 years and my husband’s family has 
been here for generations. I am frustrated due to the proposed airport expansion; it seems 
to me that money is coming before human lives. Massport is one big lie!! How can they 
say that a new runway will not effect the neighborhood ? 


Lt. Governor Jane Swift made a comment that the “people who are opposed to 
the runway are inconveniencing people at the airport”. But what about the inconvenience 
to the residents of East Boston? With the addition of a new runway, Massport will be 
adding pollution, traffic, and noise to the neighborhood. This will be be detrimental to 
the neighborhood. 


As residents of Massachusetts we are required to have emissions inspections 
regularly on our vehicles so that we do not pollute the air, but what about airplanes? To 
what emission regulations do they have to comply? It is wrong for airplanes to circle 
over our neighborhoods or idle at the airport exhausting noxious fumes that contaminate 
our atmosphere. 


Secretary, I beg of you to please come forward and stand behind the people of 
East Boston and other surrounding conimunities who are against this. People who live 
along 128 come all the way into East Boston to get to Logan Airport, These people 
contribute to accidents that occur, causing our insurance rates to rise. This is neither right 
or fair. They also clog up our streets and neighborhoods and then have the nerve to say 
that we should build another runway so they won’t be inconvenienced. Let them build an 
airport in their own back yard. There needs to be a regional solution not a “lets jam it 
down their throats” attitude. People in the city do count and are just as important as | 


At people in the suburbs, Secretary, please-do not tell me that this is not about money, it 


sure is! All the businesses and people who live outside the Boston area are proponents of © 
the runway, (why $$$$$$$$$). We are put on this earth for a very short time, so why 
can’t people just do the nght thing, and respect our quality of life? 


Why are there so many respiratory problems and cancer (especially breast 

_ cancer) in East Boston? We all know why! Secretary, my mother, God bless her soul, 
always said that good people will do the right thing, ae poe her right, please stand 
by the people. 


PCE ys a 
; a rae a 
2 : g a f . 


Sandra Tanner 


“ 


Letter 208 


Lauri Webster 
192 Gladstone Street 
East Boston, MA 02128 


June 5, 2001 


John Silva, Manager 
Environmental Programs 

FAA 

Airports Division, ANE-600 
New England Region 

12 New England Executive Park 
Burlington, MA 01803 


Bob Durand 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
MEPA 

Attention: Mr. Arthur Pugsley 
251 Causeway Street 
Boston, MA 02114 


RE: Logan Airside Improvements Planning Project, EOEA # 10458 


Dear Mr. Secretary and Mr. Silva: 
As a resident of East Boston, I respectfully submit the following comments on the Logan 
Airside Improvements Planning Project SDEIS/FEIR. 


I absolutely oppose the proposed improvements, including, but not limited to, Runway 
14-32, the Centerfield taxiway and the lowering of the instrument landing system 
minimums listed in Massport’s and the FAA’s Logan Airside Improvements Planning 
Project for Boston Logan International Airport. In the aggregate and individually these 
improvements would increase airside capacity at an airport that already profoundly and 
negatively affects the quality of life in the surrounding densely populated urban 
communities by adding intolerable noise, unpleasant odors and toxic emissions that are 
affecting our public health. 


My first comments will characterize what I think should be done. The second part of this 
letter will provide more detail on how our daily lives are impacted in a way that is 
unconscionable and the last part will address the inadequacy of the SDEIS/FEIR 
document and ask a procedural question. 


AUN 0-7 2001 


So What Should Be Done? 

The following list is not exhaustive by any means, but I have been thinking about ways to 
solve some of the problems that this project has exposed. In the list that follows, you will 
find strategies for Logan Airport, the air travel industry, business, elected officials and 
government officials at the city state and federal levels, the philanthropic community, 
affected communities and individuals. My list of suggested solutions is as follows: 


Cut and cap operations at Logan International Airport to 60 operations per hour. 


Massport should work with the appropriate elected officials to add to its enabling 
legislation, mission statement and organizational structure the requirement and 
organizational capacity to assess, monitor and mitigate environmental and public health 
and safety impacts related to all airport operations, including take-offs and departures. 
As part of this new approach, Massport will: 

* Review and adjust management practices at Logan International Airport. 

* Compile/Report/Track/Enforce all commitments made to community/city/ete. 

* Institute emission based taxes 

* Evaluate and institute peak hour pricing 

* Evaluate/improve and institute PRAS 

* Establish a curfew from 9PM to 7AM 

* Prohibit planes from idling anywhere on airport property for more than five minutes 

* Consider towing aircraft to taxiway 

* Characterize aviation fuel used at the airport, including providing concentrations and 
dispersion patterns of components during idling, take-off and landing 

* Set up permanent system to Monitor, Analyze and Assess All Emissions around Airport 
* Work with the state, other airports and stakeholders on a real regional approach 

* Begin a discussion about having a slot system 


The FAA should work with the appropriate elected officials to add to its enabling 
legislation, mission statement and organizational structure the requirement and 
organizational capacity to assess, monitor and mitigate environmental and public health 
and safety impacts related to all airport operations nationwide. 


Constituencies nationwide should work with their elected officials to design and enact 
regulations for the aircraft industry, especially those regulations that address aircraft 
emissions and their impacts to the environment and public health. 


The airline industry should work with the FAA and airports nationwide on minimizing 
environmental and public health impacts of aircraft operations. 


The aircraft industry should design and market cleaner, quieter, more fuel-efficient 
aircraft engines in a timely manner. 


Jet fuel manufacturers should be required to list all ingredients in their jet fuel and this 
should be available to the public. 


Jet fuel manufacturers should be required to add a non-toxic tracer in the jet fuel mixes. 


The Commonwealth should take the lead in organizing other states in taking action to 
promote a true regional approach, seeking to: . 

* Promote other airports, but to not exceed their carrying capacity. 

* Set up a state rail transit authority or add that mission to the MBTA. 

* Complete the first in a series of studies assessing impacts to public health from airport 
operations. 


The Philanthropic community should work with local communities to fully staff and fund 
a locally based organization to monitor, analyze and dispense information and prepare for 
legal action as necessary. 


The Academic and Philanthropic Community should work with the City and State to 
begin an initiative to review public health studies underway, assist in gathering existing 
epidemiological data and begin long-range epidemiological studies for areas requiring 
additional study. 


In addition to designing, developing and using new ways to conduct business with new 
technology (video conferencing, on-line references, etc...) business must reassess its 
reliance on air travel, including being open to employees who prefer not to travel, or who 
prefer not to travel so often. 


Individuals should reassess their personal needs to travel by air and look for and use 
alternatives modes of transportation. 


Our Daily Lives - Impacts to Public Health 
The website http://www.lead.org answers the following question with the following list: 


“Did you ever wonder what blows out of a jet airplane? 
Freon 11, Freon 12, Methyl Bromide, Dichloromethane, cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene, 
1,1,1 — Trichloro-ethane, Carbon Tetrachloride, Benzene, Trichloroethylene, 
Toluene, Tetrachloroethene, Ethylbenzene, m,p-Xylene, o-Xylene, Styrene, 1,2,5- 
Trimethyl-benzene, 1,2,4-Trimethyllbenzene, o-Dichlorobenzene, Formaldehyde, 
Acetaldehyde, Acrolein, Acetone, Propinaldehyde, Crotonaldehyde, 
Isobutylaldehyde, Methyl Ethyl Ketone, Benzaldehyde, Veraldehyde, 
Hexanaldehyde, Ethyl Alcohol, Acotone, Isoprpyl Alcohol, Butane, Isopentane, 
Pentane, Hexane, Butyl Alcohol, Methyl Isobutyl Ketone, n,n,-Dimethyl 
Acetamide, Dimethyl Disulfide, m-Cresol, 4-Ethyl Toulene, 
n-Heptaldehyde, Octanal, 1,4,-Dioxane, Methyl Phenyl Ketone, Vinyl Acetate, 
Heptane, Phenol, Octane, Anthracene, Dimethylnapthalene (isomers), Flouranthene, 
1-methylnaphthalene, 2-methylnaphthalene, Naph-thalene, Phenanthrene, Pyrene, 
Benzo(a)pyrene, 1-nitropyrene, 1,8-dinitropyrene, 1,3-Butadiene, sulfites, nitrites, 
nitrogen oxide, nitrogen monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, nitrogen trioxide, nitric acid, 
sulfur oxides, sulfur dioxide, sulfuric acid, urea, ammonia, carbon monoxide, 


ozone, particulate matter (PM10, PM2.5) and 70 other compounds or so that are 
proprietary. 


I suppose, but do not know, if the source (same web page) relies on existing 

epidemiological data when it answers the question, What symptoms can occur with 

prolonged exposure to these chemicals?” with a list equally impressive including: 
asthma, brain cancer, cancer, conjunctive irritation, coughing, delayed 
hypersensitivity, drowsiness, dyspnea headache, EEG changes, emphysema, heart 
disease, kidney damage, liver damage, lung structure damage, lymphoma, mental 
depression, myeloid leukemia, nasal effects, nausea vomiting, respiratory system 
damage, skin and eye irritation... 


This list seems to correlate with concerns I have heard from various community residents 
since I have lived here (paraphrased): 

* ‘Why do we seem to loose so many of our elderly prematurely to respiratory 
complications? : 
* Why is there such a high rates of asthma rates among children and adults? Why does a 
study of Winthrop residents indicate higher rates of asthma in the neighborhoods closer 
to the airport? 

* Why there is such a high rate of cancer among those who hang out at the Orient Heights 
Yacht Club (at the end of the runway)? 

* Why is it that there seems to be a high incidence of neurological disorders here? 

* Why do women who work at the airport believe as a group they are experiencing a 
higher rate of miscarriage? 

* Why do fare collectors complain about a smell that is attributed to de-icing fluid in the 
groundwater? Why is there de-icing fluid in the groundwater at all? 

* Why are there so may state listed contaminated sites in East Boston alone? 

* Why is it that I should stop hanging out my laundry to dry? 

* Do children who go to school in flight paths really have more difficulty learning? 

* Why is it that we cannot get a full night sleep and is having ones sleep state constantly 
interrupted linked to a higher rate of accidents? 

* Why is it that we can think of at least seven people who have or have died of ALS (Lou 
Gehrig’s disease? 

* Why is health insurance higher for urban communities than it is for suburban 
communities? 

* Why is it that there are at least four people in Orient Heights in East Boston who have 
been or are being treated for brain tumors? 

* Why is it that I feel nauseous after inhaling jet fuel for three hours or more? 

* Why do so many along the Court Road neighborhood in Winthrop sick? 

* Why do there seem to be so many cases of cancer (liver, thyroid, lung, breast, bone) in 
our communities? Which ones are related to genetics, lifestyle and or environmental 
factors? 

* ‘Why is that you start to panic when you meet yet another neighbor who bought their 
house from the previous owners motivated to sell and move out of the community 
because a household member was sick (usually with cancer)? 


I know none of the above information proves anything, but I know now that there is 
something to the surrounding communities’ suspicion that aircraft emissions are 
impacting their health. 


Our Daily Lives - Odors | 

When I come home...home... and am hit in the face by the stench of jet fuel when I get 
off the MBTA train, it usually destroys my hopes for a pleasant evening. Like many, 
when I come home, I would like to enjoy a walk, maybe putter in the yard, weed my 
garden or enjoy a meal with my family on the deck. Instead, I am reminded with every 
breath that I live with a neighbor that can make my community not only unpleasant, but 
is probably negatively affecting my family’s long-term health. Sometimes even though 
we are tired, we leave our neighborhood, our home, and go for a walk or to a playground 
upwind, where we are not subjected to the odors. 


Depending upon the wind direction speed and level of operations, this smell can linger 
over my neighborhood for hours. It often penetrates into the house. If I am subjected to 
this odor for more than three hours, I begin to feel nauseous, just like I used to when as a 
child, I was trapped in an environment where adults were smoking. 


A few months or so ago, I was shocked when I detected a jet fuel smell in the daycare 
center at Massport’s office building at One Harborside Drive in East Boston. It took 
about an hour for the putrid air to cycle out of the center. The teachers informed me that 
this happens every once in a while and a few said it makes them feel kind of sick. I 
wonder what it does to the infants and children! I called Massport’ noise complaint line 
and they returned an explanation that it was probably due to takeoffs from Runway 9. | 
think it more likely that the jet fuel odor was from the gazillion planes that sat idling for 
no apparent reason on the apron between Terminal A and Harborside Drive — not an 
uncommon practice I might add. 


Our Daily Lives - Noise 

One of the most obvious negative impacts, noise has long dominated the discussion 
between the community and the airport. After living in the area for almost 10 years, I can 
tell you each neighborhood’s noise experience is different depending upon airport 
activity and weather. To this day, I am shocked that the level of noise in the surrounding 
community resulting from airport operations is tolerated. 


Massport’s noise contours do not really portray what it is like to live with the noise. 
Single events from a take-off can crescendo to 85-95 decibels, far louder than any private 
citizen would be allowed to inflict upon a neighbor under any municipality’s noise 
regulations. The ripping blast that occurs as the planes accelerate down the runway is 
fascinating to experience for an hour or so, but when it takes over your whole home, it 
becomes intolerable. As each plane blasts down the runway and sometimes one takes off 
every 90 seconds - the house shakes — I can feel the vibration through my feet - the china 
rattles in the cupboard and I frequently find myself clenching my teeth. In the milder 
seasons, when the winds come from southerly directions, I can count on being blasted out 
of bed by the noise, subjected to it all during the morning routine and all evening when I 


come home. Frequently I am kept up later than I would like by the noise and too often I 
am blasted out of a sound sleep by some all important cargo plane taking off in the 
middle of the night. Often this goes on for days — without a break! Conversation stops, 
information is missed on the TV or radio, outdoor activities are curtailed, cook-outs on 
the deck impossible and sometimes we just pack up and leave the house — our home — 
because we can’t take it any more. Sometimes I truly believe community residents suffer 
from a sort of temporary traumatic stress disorder! 


In 1996, for about a month I tried experimenting with calling the Massport’s noise 
complaint line every time J was annoyed by airport operations. I discovered several 
things: 

* it is impossible to drop what you are doing and call every time you are disturbed 

* calling only quadruples the amount of time you spend being aggravated 

* as a long-term coping strategy calling only makes you dwell in the negative for longer 
and makes it harder for you use your other coping strategy - denial 

* noise complaint personnel sanitize your complaint (what you say is not what comes 
back to you on the complaint copy) 

* you end up wondering if it does any good, really. 


I am including the “Airport Complaint Chronicles” below. They speak for themselves. 


June 4, 1996, 10:54 PM 

Household members are annoyed and irritable due to constant plane noise that has been 
constant over past several days. Sleep deprivation due to aircraft noise after 11 PM and 
before 7 AM exacerbate the problem. Person taking call said they were going to switch 
the runways in half an hour. 


June 4, 1996, 12:33 PM 
Loud planes are still taking off. I would like some sleep. 


June 5, 1996 6:28 AM 
The household has been woken up again this morning by planes. Also the smell of jet fuel 
is blowing in through open windows. 


June 7, 1996, 7:15 PM for afternoon 

I was trying to nurse the baby. I have to turn up the stereo to hear the music over the 
planes, except even then I can’t hear it the way is should be heard. It was the same 
yesterday and the same the day before. 


June 10, 1996, 9:28 PM 
It is excessively loud tonight and the noise woke up the baby. It is very irritating. Blasts 
from take off regularly reach 85-95 decibels every 90 seconds. 


June 13, 7:58 AM 
At 11:58 PM last night, the entire household, including an infant was shaken awake by 
plane noise that shook the house. Also, there was a strong smell of jet fuel blowing 


through the windows. I tried calling the noise compliant line last night but it was busy 
for 20 minutes. 


June 13, 7:38 PM 

The plane noise takes much enjoyment of working in my garden in my yard. The smell of 
jet fuel hangs over my neighborhood. The smell of jet fuel makes me nauseous if] am 
subjected to it for more than several hours. 


Sunday, June 15, 1996, 9:08 PM 
Today we had to leave our house to get away from the noise of planes. We just came 
home to plane noise and the stench of jet fuel in our neighborhood. 


June 16, 1996, 10:54 PM 
The smell of jet fuel is throughout the house. 


June 17, 1996 9:23 AM 
This morning aircraft noise woke up members of the household very early and continued 
in such away as to prevent them from falling back asleep. 


June 21, 4:18 PM 
Planes are so continuously loud and noisy that I am unable to enjoy my garden after a 
stressful day. Also I would like a copy of my neighbor’s noise monitoring report. 


June 25, 1996, 8 AM 
Household members and a guest were awakened (and tortured) by constant unrelenting, 
bone-jarring, teeth-clenching take-offs. 


Sunday, June 30, 5 PM 

Constant use of runway 22R ruined our Sunday at home. The noise made working in the 
yard too unpleasant. We cancelled a cookout. We could not hold a normal conversation 
and we could not hear family on the phone while the planes were taking off. We had to 
turn up the TV to hear it. 


July 1, 1996 10 AM for 6:30 AM 
Plane noise blasted mother and newborn out of much needed sound sleep early this 
morning. 


July 4, 1996, 2:25 PM 
It is the holiday. The planes are so loud we cannot have an uninterrupted conversation. 
I can’t follow the story line in a movie on TV either. It is really annoying. 


July 8, 1996, 4 PM 
I have listened to the planes the whole holiday weekend. There has been no break in the 
planes today. I am going to have to leave the house to get away from the noise. 


July 12 

It is 11:45 PM. A plane woke me up. I have been woken up by planes every morning and 
kept awake every night for more than a week. When will you use another runway? This 
neighborhood needs a break. The person who is taking my complaint puts me on hold, 
presumably to keep the line busy so he does not have to answer other incoming calls from 
people who wish to complain. 


July 14, 1996 9:10 PM 
Tonight I had to leave the house because of aircraft noise because I could not take it 
anymore. 


July 15, 1996, 3:30 PM 
Where is my copy of the 195 Gladstone Street study? What is the monitor doing in Don 
Orione’s property? What happens to the complaints after they go to the FAA? 


July 15, 1996, 9:35 PM 
The smell of jet fuel is present throughout the house. 


July 16, 1996, 11:48 PM 

It’s 11:48 PM. What was that plane that just took off? It blasted me out of a sound sleep! 
He could not tell me; he said someone from the noise abatement office would get back to 
me. 


COMMENTS on the SDEIS/FEIR 


Runway 1432 

I am absolutely opposed to runway 1432 because it will make contribute more noise, 
odors and emissions in my neighborhood, triple takeoffs and landings over adjacent 
neighborhoods in Eagle Hill (East Boston) and Winthrop and adversely affect the health 
and enjoyment of the Boston Harbor, a priceless natural and recreational resource. 


Over Water Take-offs Misleading 

The contention that they intend to maximize over water take-offs is a bit misleading on 
several different levels. First if the plane is taking off “over the water” for example on 
15R, it means the adjacent neighborhoods are experiencing the jet blast generated during 
take-off. And so it goes for most of the other runways. Secondly, a majority of planes 
have to circle and fly back over land toward their destinations. 


Third, planes coming in or taking off in routes that follow the coast still impact the 
communities along the coast. Negatively impacting the natural, cultural, historical and 
recreational resources in the Boston Harbor and along our coastlines to the north and the 
south is just as bad as impacting the communities where we live. One is not more 
acceptable than the other. 


Lowering Instrument Landing System Minimums 

I oppose the lowering of the ILS minimums because they would allow planes to be lower 
— at an extremely low altitude - over densely populated neighborhoods in bad weather, 
contributing more noise, odors, emissions to the affected neighborhoods. It will cause 
local residents to live with an even greater level of fear. Massport and the FAA should 
consider the safety of the local communities, making it as important as the safety of the 
passengers. 


This proposed change appears to be in conflict with existing agreements and is another 
instance where the agencies seem not to be dealing in good faith with the public. 


Centerfield Taxiway 

I absolutely oppose the construction of a Centerfield taxiway which will only provide 
Massport and the control tower a way to get even more planes away from their gates into 
lines for takeoff. It is not uncommon to be able to count 12 — 15 planes lined up on 
taxiway November for take-off on 22R. Idling at full throttle, they add another 
dimension to the already intolerable noise generated from take-off and worse, spew 
emissions into the harbor, the surrounding neighborhoods that are downwind and over 
East Boston’s only public beach, Constitution Beach. This activity appears to be in 
conflict with existing noise rules and policies (740 CMR and BOS TWR 7140.1A). With 
the Centerfield taxiway in place, Massport and control tower personnel will be able to 
more than double the room available, making it possible for 24-30 planes or more to be 
lined up and idling for in excess of 20 minutes each! 


Inadequacy of the SDEIS/FEIR 
The SDEIS/FEIR is grossly inadequate and I urge you to reject it. Instead Massport and 
the FAA: 

e Should develop better management policies and practices to accommodate 
demand regionally; 

e Provide the chemical makeup of all aircraft fuel, including how it is used and 
transformed during take-off and landing; 

e Measure and describe, based on existing epidemiological data — all possible health 
effects based on current emissions data; 

e Set up a state of the art monitoring system for land, water and air resources on-site 
and off site to begin collecting data on the chemical components and dispersion 
patterns of emissions including those from aircraft taking-off and landing; 

e Address each comment of the Massport Logan Community Advisory Committee 
(CAC) Report of the Consultants to the CAC; 

e Disclose and track publicly all existing policies, agreements and requirements 
having to do with airside operations and the surrounding communities; 

e Pursue the applicable actions under “What Should Happen” above. 


Procedural Question 
Why is it that the FAA has the power to approve a document for which it is a proponent? 
The FAA should explain in its response the purpose and scope of this review, why it is 


set up this way, and whether or not there is any mechanism for more objective input or 
review by other agencies. 


Closing Comments 

The purpose of relaying the more personal thoughts and experiences is to try and 
facilitate a better understanding of what it is like to live here. It is not reasonable that the 
region expect us to endure the existing burden, let alone a greater future burden. 


I also want you to see that there is a great distance between the intent of planning and the 
reality of operations. 


Thank you very much for the opportunity to submit these comments. 
Sincerely, 
Be Wad abe Lhe a ef A, 
Lauri Webster 


CC 
Elected Officials 


Frowthe pov Letter 209 
Anna Brogna 


244 Leyden Street 
Orient Heights, MA 02128 Mave 272.9001 
To whom it may concern, 


These are some of the signatures that I collected for us and 
this community of East Boston, to try to save it from another 
runway at the Logan Airport, Iam also against the building of 
another runway, I would like to save our community from more 
environmental exposures. 


Sincerely, 


Anna Brogna 
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To all the people In East Boston and the Surrounding areas, this 
is a serious message to all of you. This is a message to save our 
lives, our community, and our neighborhoods, against any harmful 
environmental exposures to destroy our health or add to our healt 
as an extra burden. These harmful pollutions are very dangerous t 
our health. These pollutions cause lung diseases, ashma, r@spitor 
illnesses, and cancer to the lungs. Airplanes have carbon monoxid 
toxic gases & soot, from jet exhaust are emmitted, which is a 
contribution to all these diseases that I mentioned above. to Eas 
Boston residents as well as other towns nearby. By adddwg another 
runway to Logan Airport, this is going to be murder for us and 
Suicide because we are already suffering too much now as it is. 
This is what the Logan Airport wants to do is add another runway, 
we the people , we need to stop this now by participating, by 
Signing this petition to stay together and help eachother to 
protect oneother also by saving our community where we live. We 
live in East Boston and we are the ones that have to suffer not 
Logan Airport. Thank you for your concerns. 
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Letter 210 


May 9, 2001 


John C. Silva 

Manager, Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, ANE-600 

New England Region 

12 New England Executive Pk 
Burlington, MA 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva: 


Tam deeply concerned about the plans for the runway expansion at Logan Airport. While 
Ido not understand Northwinds and the mechanics of running an airport, I do understand 
air pollution, noise pollution, asthma, and most important, public safety. 


I personally do not live directly in the flight path that is currently used over the City of 
Everett, however, I do live slightly to the west of the in-bound path. I have noticed 
lately, especially on weekends, the increase of jumbo planes and the noise level that is 
caused from them. As bothersome as this is for me, I can only guess at the 
inconveniences and danger that are being placed on those who live in the direct path. I 
hate to think of the impact when we have 30,000 plus planes flying over our heads. 


Everett 1s a wonderful City to live in. Our school system is top-notch, our taxes are low, 
there are many organizations which keep our children involved and there is much 
community involvement. We have schools, which have recently been buiit and we have 
new schools in process. Planning and development is currently taking place for Telecom 
City, which will bring upwards of 6000 new jobs to the area. If you are not familiar with 
Telecom City and what it will do for our area, please visit their site at 
www.telecomcitvma.com. You will be pleased at what the joint efforts of three cities can 
accomplish. 


The expansion at Logan will have a derogatory effect on all the above. Massport has 
admitted that 80% of delays will be unaffected and that within a few vears it will be as 
though nothing has changed. The changes that do take place wiil be the negative effects 
on Everett and our surrounding communities. 


Please support those of us who are against the expansion. Please look for other 
alternatives. Our lives on the ground are more important than planes in the air. 


ria ¥ou 
sera —_ 
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oe veland Ave 
Everett, MA 02149 


MAY 11 2004 


Letter 211 


We, the undersigned RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, are 
opposed to MASSPORTS 14/32 Runway Expansion. The ree 
NOISE LEVELS ARE UNACCEPTABLE. 

WE respectfully request that the Federal Aviation Administration 
deny MASSPORT’s request for expansion. 
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We, the undersigned RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, are 
opposed to MASSPORTS 14/32 Runway Expansion. The AIRCRAFT 
NOISE LEVELS ARE UNACCEPTABLE. | 

WE respectfully request that the Federal Aviation Administration 
deny MASSPORT’ S ee for expansion. 
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We, the undersigned RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, are 
opposed to MASSPORTS 14/32 Runway Expansion. The AIRCRAFT 
NOISE LEVELS ARE UNACCEPTABLE. | 

WE respectfully request that the Federal Aviation Administration 
deny MASSPORT’s request for expansion. 
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We, the undersigned RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, are 
opposed to MASSPORTS 14/32 Runway Expansion. The AIRCRAFT 
NOISE LEVELS ARE UNACCEPTABLE. 

WE respectfully request that the Federal Aviation Raninisteten 
deny MASSPORT’s request for expansion. | 
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We, the undersigned RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, are 
opposed to MASSPORTS 14/32 Runway Expansion. The AIRCRAFT 
NOISE LEVELS ARE UNACCEPTABLE. 

WE respectfully request that the Federal Aviation Administration 
deny MASSPORT’s request for expansion. 
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We, the undersigned RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, are 
opposed to MASSPORTS 14/32 Rumway Expansion. The AIRCRAFT 
NOISE LEVELS ARE UNACCEPTABLE. _ | 

WE respectfully request that the Federal Aviation Administration 
deny MASSPORT’s request for expansion. | 
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Letter 213 


28 Croydon Road 
Hingham, MA 02043 
June 3, 2001 


Mr. John C. Silva 

Manager, Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, ANE-600 

New England Region 

12 New England Executive Park 
Burlington, MA 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva: 
My family and I are opposed to the planned new Runway 14/32. 


In November, it will be twenty years since we moved into our home on Croydon 
Road in the World’s End section of Hingham. Over the years, the air traffic over our 
neighborhood has increased markedly. Several years ago, following complaints from my 
neighbors, Massport agreed to follow noise abatement guidelines. Unfortunately, over 
the years those guidelines seem to have fallen by the wayside. 


Interlinking regional airports with dependable, efficient bus and train service 
seems to be the sensible way to not only solve our air traffic delay problems but to solve 
the horrendous congestion and pollution caused by automobile traffic going through 
Boston to reach Logan. The new runway will not solve these problems and can only 
make them worse. 

Please be reasonable and fair when deciding this matter. 


Sincerely 


~ Lynn Conroy ; 


JUN O7 2001 


John C. Silva_ Manager, Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, ANE-600 Abert A. Engelhart Lette r 2 1 4 
FAA New England Region 


12 New England Executive Park 96 Martins Lane 
Burlington, MA 01803 Hingham, MA 02043 
June 4, 2001 

Dear Mr. Silva: 


RE: Logan Airside Improvements Planning Project: 14/32 Runway Expansion 


I believe that the FAA and Massport have barely appraised the economic, social and environmental effects of the runway. They have 
not in good faith coordinated their efforts with community planning groups. I wonder if you might be able to "evolve" your thinking 
of Logan airport in the framework of a "public health" standpoint. I say "evolve" because viewing Logan airport as anything other 
than a regional economic necessity takes independence of mind and effort. It is not only Logan's proposed expansion (runway 14/32), 
but it’s continued existence that I am questioning. 


I and a few others have been asking "basic assumptions" about the airport's very presence inside the city of Boston. It comes down to 
some elementary queries---its almost in a "does the emperor have any clothes?" category. A long journey has yet to be made on this 
matter. I'm wondering if you won't mind allowing me to share some insights with you---and perhaps, you with me. Within a wide- 
latitude time frame your own insights would be appreciated on this as yet quite primitive analysis of Logan airport's presence. 


Below are some nearly random thoughts I shared with some other concerned citizens and fellow students several weeks past. 
Substitute what I said about Hanscom airport to apply instead to a 21st century state-of-the-art airport situated in the center of the 
state, connected by ultra-high-speed rail transportation to Boston and other locales. Please don't take offense about the Lexington- 
Concord area comments I made---I was trying to focus on the extraordinary "concentration" of air transport facilities inserted within a 
tiny area called "East Boston" which somehow is supposed to serve the entire New England area. 
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The Boston and coastal communities will merit only more of Massport's scorn and laugher if we proceed to tear ourselves apart on a 
regional basis. We must and should work with other communities---like the Hanscom group's "Save Our Heritage". "Divide and 
Conquer" has been Massport's very successful business model for twenty-five years. But---if the situation arises that the Hanscom- 
area community wishes to favor their own interests over-and-against our own besieged coastal communities, then we should have the 
following considerations in mind: 


There is more history and culture in the "thumb" of Boston and the coastal towns north and south of Boston than there is in the entire 
"body" of the Lexington-Concord area. 


There are buses coming in from Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine, Rhode Island, western Massachusetts, and the Cape and Islands--- 
all with the header "Logan Airport". Of course, we're not even considering the tens of thousands of autos. Many of these vehicles pass 
within a very short distance of Hanscom airport en route to what travelers in these vehicles often refer to contemptuously as a "dirty, 
congested mess" of Chelsea/East Boston. 


Why should a city established in 1630, with a nearly medieval road structure, and whose boundaries lap the waters of the Atlantic 
Ocean, accommodate, from up to 200 miles, ALL OF NEW ENGLAND?! That's what the sign says---"Welcome to Logan Airport, 
GATEWAY TO NEW ENGLAND." 


The supreme irony of all this is that 80% of the Logan users come from OUTSIDE of Rte 128 ring. Massport 'says' that the percentage 
is 60%. Massport conveniently overlooks all of the connector flights from the other New England airports---Burlington, Lebanon, 
Worcester, Portland, Manchester, et al---that must come into Logan. Only Logan is permitted to reach real locations (i.e. meaningful 
destinations)---both national and international. 


Let's entertain a "mind experiment" to illustrate a point. If in the event, say---of a horrific frontal collision of a jet into the control 
tower, disabling Logan for half-year while reconstruction ensues, connector roads would be paved AND functional within 3 days at 
Hanscom. THIS WOULD HAPPEN. Within 2 weeks, traffic signals, directional signs and information would be completely 
functional. Hanscom would be up to its full capacity and accommodate the defunct Logan airport's jets. Guess what? You won't hear a 
cry from many people who complain today about "delays". Travelers arriving from western areas especially---VT, NH, ME, and of 
course, the western suburbs, would save an enormous amount of time reaching Hanscom via the MA TP, Rte's 2,3,93 and 95---all of 
which could ‘drop down' or ‘lead up' the Hanscom airport's access roads. Likewise, the 'relatively' few people from the immediate 
Boston area going to Hanscom would be traveling, at least half the day, against the prevailing traffic. Also---keep in mind that the 
Lexington-Concord area has about 1/20th the population density of the Logan airport coastal strip. 


All of the freight traffic from twelve midnight ‘till 5+ AM comes into Logan---only a negligible share of freight comes into other 
airports. This freight traffic is what wakes people (including me) up nearly every night and cause sleep-deprivation problems that can 
become chronic. The enormous amount of freight routed almost exclusively to Logan engenders another problem. Huge trailer trucks 
thread their way in and out of the innermost part of Boston streets. These rigs spew noise, generate diesel exhaust and creates even 
more traffic congestion which then engenders more pollution. The cycle goes on. 
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Shouldn't we be establishing a higher education consortium (Harvard-MIT-UMass-BC-BU-Bently-Brandeis et al) to objectively 
scrutinize the Logan airport issue? This consortium would consist of transportation/planning/political science faculty/students, FREE 
OF INFLUENCE from the FAA, airline companies and ---of course---free of Massport. All of Massport's and the FAA's data should 
be examined---Massport especially has provided disingenuous data over the years to many of the public and private groups requesting 
information. We should have "real experts" who will not be in the position to "get a job" in the airline industry, or worse---be 
compromised---as has happened by Massport's hiring of previously elected local officials from E. Boston, Chelsea and adjacent towns. 


Ask yourself: ...what's a "pit bull doing in the playpen?" Would you have pit bulls in the playpen with your kids?, or any of your 
loved ones? Why do we have 400,000 pound "flying machines" (jets soon to reach colossal weights of 900,000 pounds!) arrive and 
take-off within 4 blocks of homes, schools and places of worship? Why are there take-offs flying directly over Chinatown. Boston 
proper and Roxbury? Why are there flights directly over the homes of nearly 2 million people in the coastal Boston area? Massport 
refers to these flight areas as "over-water". That's like saying you're “over-water" when you lean-over your bath tub. 


Take your left hand and hold it palm down away from you. Make an opening between your thumb and your index finger. Within this 
angle insert a quarter. Keep the position and if you have a Boston area map, place your hand configuration over Logan airport harbor 
outline. Coincide your thumb-index finger angle against the harbor angle-outline on the map. It matches. If you don't have the map, it's 
not a problem. The flesh of your hand represents the REAL land that jets travel over, and the opening (small angle, isn't it?) represents 
Massport's depiction of their much ballyhooed "over-water" (the 'idealized' jets all just fly in this tiny angle of space!). Even this 
-"over-water" sliver consists of some of the most precious green emeralds of the coast---islands soon to be transformed into a National 
Park! 


Ask yourself: Does Massport and the FAA's argument for expansion make sense? Does their existence inside a densely populated 
habitat make sense? 


Does Massport and the FAA care how many hundreds-of-thousand of pounds of toxic exhaust from Logan take-offs and arrivals fall 
down onto the coastal area, to be ingested,---by breathing, skin-contact and eating---by our children and all citizens? If Logan 
supporters say the exhaust is "harmless"---then say---how about if we bag this exhaust from the jets and have your family breath it? 
Also, did you know that in the event of "premature arrivals" tons of raw JP4 and JP5 fuel are dumped by required "procedures-prior- 
to-landing" over Boston and the harbor? One guarded (industry) source estimates that its "not much"---it only varies between "1% and 
5%" of all arrivals. Well, figure it out---using the 1% to 5% range, that translates to a third-of-a-billion to about one-and-a -half billion 
pounds of raw fuel being dumped over the coastal citizens and their harbor per year. Basis?...250,000 arrivals per year (500,000 
flights per year at Logan, half of that arrivals), roughly 25,000 gallon (average) tank capacity (Jumbo 747 holds nearly 58,000 
gallons), and either 1% to 5% of tank fuel capacity. (Could someone other than me do a "reality check" on these egregiously high 
quantities of raw fuel?) 


Have we heard about the extraordinary incidence of Lupus in the Roxbury area? How about the unbelievable increase of various types 
of allergies, a phenomenon which closely parallels the incredible increase of jet traffic in the Boston area over the last twenty-five 
years. Incidentally, do you know that Logan's "ops" (incidence of aircraft arrivals or departures) have grown an inconceivable 
_1000_% since 1960---you can find the data for this percentage growth within the information display panels inside Terminal C. As 
stated above, we have presently a half-million flights per year at Logan. 


During the time of prevailing northwest winds in the town of Hull, (as in so many other town's schools) arrival jets, at a rate 
occasionally of one-a-minute, roar directly over the high school at about 2,500-4,000 feet. Students often can't (and don't) learn during 
entire periods---and there are often entire consecutive days of these arrivals. A few years ago, in February, 13 straight days of arrivals 
utilized the 33 runway, which put jets right over the high school building for the same number of days. We hear high-level politicians 
‘whining’ about education. They don't put their money where their mouth is. This is a REAL educational issue! 


Finally, we should question the continued existence of the "Massport Government." It represents a 4th political estate that is able to 
hold, control and corrupt the political system in Massachusetts. Massport holds billions (not millions) of dollars in revenue and real 
estate. It has negligible public scrutiny---it is not elected---it is NOT ACCOUNTABLE. Yet it behaves as a political and economic 
entity which advocates interests inimical to those of nearby citizens. Massport can easily become a tool for "special interests." | 
believe those "special interests" are now running rough-shod over the citizenry of the Boston-coastal area. Why are our federal 
senators---"Fund-a-day" and Kerry---conspicuously "neutral" about Logan airport---when the very people who elected them are 
suffering? 


Sincerely Yours 


Albert A. Engelhart, of Hingham 


pelealto 


John C. Silva_ Manager, Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, -600 


FAA New England Region 

Nee asl ak: Al Engelhart 
Burlington, MA 01803 96 Martins Lane 
June 3, 2001 . Hingham, MA 02043 
Dear Mr. Silva: 


RE: Logan Airside Improvements Planning Project: 14/32 Runway Expansion 


My contention in this letter is that the technical analysis in the EIS is insufficient. Additional analyses are needed. Massport and the FAA have 
barely begun to give sufficient consideration to alternatives for the proposed runway. This is especially so in regard to their failure to identify 
most of the adverse environmental ree ars of the proposed runway. The FAA and Massport have barely sy ee the economic, social 
and environmental effects of the runway. They have not in good faith coordinated their efforts with community planning groups. 


Far from considering the expansion of the airport, my position is that governmental and popular scrutiny should be focused on whether Logan 
Hi aac should continue to exist at all. My argument is based on national security and fundamental economic, moral considerations consistent 
with our democratic traditions. Starting in 20 J2, Logan Airport should be phased out of existence and decommissioned by the year 2007. It 
should be replaced by a precedent making 21° century, state-of-the-art airport. In the interim, airport operations should be shifted to the 
outlying, vastly underutilized regional airports ringing the Boston area (Worcester, Pease, Portland, Manchester and Hanscom). Massport’s 
own statistics disclose that 60% of all Logan’s passengers traveling by auto reside in areas outside of the Route 128 beltway. Massport 
overlooks the additional 20% of arrivals and departures originating from feeder and private aircraft out of other New England airfields. As for 
the remaining passengers?— approximately 20% of Logan’s customers actually live within the confines of Route 128. 


Consider today’s dilemma. The geographic implications of an airport that presently has half-a-million operations per Psd and is projected to 
serve as many as 38 million passengers within the next decade and half are devastating. There is an aura of insanity if you think about it- 
millions of passengers cach year fighting their way on highways, converging from all points west, north and south, as far away as 150 miles. 
En route to Logan, they must travel past the aforementioned, centrally located, underutilized but ‘well-fed’ (by auto routes—2, 3, 93, 95, 90, 495 
and 128) regional airports. Imagine passengers suanene by auto into an undersized and poorly planned kernel of an airport wedged into the 
extreme eastern edge of the state, at salt water’s edge. There sits Logan, unsymmetrically located to most of the traffic targeting it. The 
passengers proceed above and through medieval streets of a city established in the year 1630, all the while complaining bitterly about “delays.” 


Reconsider and think of the scenario of a decommissioned Logan Airport. The existing facilities of the defunct airport as well as the roadways 

and tunnel) servicing the location could be utilized for making Boston the most spectacular convention and recreational center in the Unit 

tates, ifnot the world. This could generate income beyond the dreams of those advocating the currently oxymoronic prospect before us—a new 
major convention, hotel and entertainment complex situated literally 5 or 6 city blocks from takeoffs and arrivals on the “22-4” runways. The 
previously abused but now liberated (from airport pollution) communities immediately adjacent to the defunct airport property, because of 
their seaside proximity and historical character, could be gentrified in short order. Gentrification could raise property values and the tax base 
while bringing higher quality employment opportunities to inner city workers. The resulting income could replace and exceed the income lost 
from the defunct airport’s lower quality transportation jobs. Any “loss of jobs” criticism would be squelched at its inception. The entire city of 
Boston, as well as coastal town’s north and south of Boston could enjoy a renaissance in quaity of life as well as have increases in real estate 
valuation unseen since just after WWII. Boston’s characterization as the “Athens” of the East could be restored. 


In the interval of time between 2002 and 2007 a 21* century airport (originally LS inne for the Fort Devens area by then Governor Weld’s 
1991 Redevelopment Board studies, subsequently ignored) would be constructed. Fort Devens is strategically A miles NW of Boston) and 
centrally located to greater New England. Devens has vast open space, being endowed with twice the area (9,300 acres) compared to Logan’s 
cramped 4,400 acres. Towns adjacent to Devens range from 1/20t (Ayer) to 1/40" (Shirley & Harvard) to 1/60" (Lancaster) in upropornon: 
population-density compared to Logan’s adjacent communities. In addition, the Devens area is ‘well-fed’ by Rte 2 (which itself is connected 
with Rte’s 495, 128 and nearby to Route 190). Devens has another strategic asset—it is serviced by an existing railroad. The presence of the 
railroad is a key factor because it provides the beginnings of an underlying infrastructure for a network of high-speed trains. Service would be 
pronced in a manner similar to the TGF trains linking all parts of France. Such a high-speed link connecting western Massachusetts, 

niversity Avenue/Route 128 Amtrak, Boston, Worcester, Quincy, Lowell, et al with the Devens airport would solve transportation eae 
well into the new century. The fast trains, exceeding 125 miles per hour, would relieve congestion on roads and smaller airports while 
minimizing operating costs and pollution. Over the past 30 years, Japan and Europe have invested heavily in this mode of transportation. So 
can we in Massachusetts. An airport facility situated at the ort Deven’s site could provide required security, effective control of its perimeter, 
and enable secure access of road traffic in and out of the facility. The airport’s location would be sufficiently remote demographically that 
should : terrorist incident or accident of any kind occur, harm could be minimized to a far greater degree than any damage control possible 
inside Boston. 


Return now to the dreary present. Consider Boston’s present airport—Logan, as a third world solution to an otherwise first class metropolitan 
area. So let’s start by looking at a startling but not unique example of how abusive the current situation really is. Logan Airport, which operates 
on a *24/7’ basis, has its “22-4” runway situated a mere 3 blocks across the water from the Town of Winthrop’s hospital. Remember now— 
Winthrop, as well as Chelsea, South Boston, and East Boston, has existed for a mere 370 years—just as Boston proper was established in the. 
1630°s. Winthrop and other communities did not “back into” Logan Airport’s space; rather the reverse. Visualize all the adjacent communities 
situated around a 4 block distance from Logan’s perimeter: Oh my!-there are 14 schools; within 12 blocks —-19 schools; within 20 blocks there 
are additionally MIT, MGH and a world class genetic institute. There are countless day care centers caring for children who inhale, ingest and 
hear Logan’s pollution. Within 38 blocks—Harvard and other higher education schools engage leading scientific, scholarly and business 
faculties and students. Define national security anyway you wish-the injury or outright loss of human resources and the damage to physical 
plants comprising MIT, Harvard, and other higher educational facilities, as well as state-of-the-art business enterprises would generate a 
national calamity of unimagined consequences. Realize also that the area Boston metro area swells to 2% million people during the 
workweek and major holidays, but it holds this population in a remarkably small area. How many national and international airports are 
situated dead center within a major metropolitan area? Except for third-world countries, the answer is—“none.” To some, the central location of 
Logan will seem a ‘positive.’ But to any sensible observer, the airport’s “bull’s eye” position within Boston appears at least to be a colossal 
practical mistake and at most a deadly threat. Why...? 


<1>_ WEATHER-— No one could design and implement a better place in all of New England to expect delays from weather. Logan Airport 
ranks nearly highest of US airports in unpredictability and changeability. Erratic, unstable weather plays a significant factor in Logan Airport’s 
many delays. This airport, thrusting deep from within Boston Harbor into the Atlantic Ocean, is positioned between north and south land 
masses which enhance weather instability. Weather instability alone accounts for numerous runway changes, which occur as often as 5 or 6 
times a day. Fog is a good example. This writer, the entire day on Sunday, 6/3/2001 observed from the Hull-Hingham border a near opaque fog 
bank oscillating across the shoreline. The fog was behaving exactly the same way across Logan airport’s tarmac. But during that same time 


JUN 08 200; 


visibility was quite satisfactory a mere mile inland inside of both Boston and Hingham. What’s this imply about Logan?~ an airport located 
inland is better than Logan’s location on a coastal interface. 


<2>_ CLIMATE- Climate, which is long-term, should not be confused with the immediate and ep short-term manifestation called 
“weather.” The tarmac of Logan Airport, although embedded deep within Boston Harbor, nevertheless laps the Atlantic Ocean. This fact 
cannot be se pene too much. Global warming is affecting us and will continue to do so. The effects of global warming will exacerbate the 
already unstable weather conditions aforementioned, particularly “no-name” nor’ casters. The airport borders on water fully three-quarters of its 
erimeter and thrusts directly into an easterly direction. Within the next ten years, expect Atlantic Ocean sea surges ranging to extraordinary 
igh levels, threatening the entire airport faivastractre let alone the tarmac upon which jets embark and disembark. Insanity is the best 
description for those planning for Logan's future in the year 2025 in the face of such trends. 


<3>_ BIOTERRORISM\- Anthrax or other virulent biochemical substances can be entered undetected into and dispersed from locations inside 
and outside of the airport. From terrorists’ view oint~Logan’s ultra-proximity to residential, academic and business population centers is a 
prime target promising maximum mortality and international prestige. 


<4>_ CHEMICAL TERRORISM- Similarly, from the viewpoint of terrorists Logan Airport is an extremely tempting target. 


<5>_ LETHAL INFECTIOUS DISEASES- Virulent, novel, highly contagious lethal infectious diseases from abroad. The Center for Disease 
Control warns about all points of entrance from abroad. Logan is a perfect example of an international airport nestled dead center within a 
densely populated urban complex. From the airport, incoming passengers can “melt” into a dense urban environment literally two city blocks 
away-thereby promoting a most effective delivery system for bringing an uncontrollable epidemic to the inhabitants, 


<6>_ UNWORKABLE DEA DRUG ENFORCEMENT- For an airport of its class, Logan is without peer in having the most porous 
boundaries for illegal drugs and other contraband. Shipment arrivals, coming mostly under night-time conditions, can quickly disappear into 
the adjacent urban infrastructure. 


<7>_ MOBILITY OF UNDESIRABLES- Passage in both directions, of aliens, criminals and terrorists through the airport’s penetrable borders 


is enhanced because of the porosity and intimacy of the airport's perimeter bordering on East Boston. The insinuation of urban streets into the 


airport domain and the airport’s water boundary around three-quarters of its perimeter further increases containment problems. 


<8>_ NOISE POLUTION- Jet and turboprop noise pollution, as medical studies-have repeatedly shown, point to the profound negative effect 

on human beings. This is expressed in the form of: nighttime sleep deprivation, daytime exposure causing heart stress and high blood pressure, 

job distractions, and poor learning. a and depression often lead to substance abuse-both alcohol and illegal drugs, to counter the effects. 
¢ amount of human misery generated from this noise pollution just cannot be appreciated by those who are spared. 


<9>_ RAW AVIATION FUEL& EXHAUST POLLUTION- A quantity approaching % billion gallons (?}+that's 3 billion pounds, of raw 
uncombusted fuel consisting of a complex mixture of noun and kerosene are pumped yearly on the spor premises. If a vaporization loss 
of 1% occurs—a quantity pect 0 million pounds—rolls out over water or streets into neighborhoods as close as three blocks away— 
where pregnant woman, children, elders and others inhale it. In regard to aviation fuel per year consumed within the one-mile radius of take-off 
(about 3 square miles) the amount could be as high as 2+ billion pounds, not counting the complex and noxious products of combustion. 


<10>_ PARTICULATE (soot) POLLUTION- Possibly as much as '% billion pounds (?) falls every year on the residents surrounding Logan 
for subsequent inhalation. Medical investigations just recently confirmed the worst fears about particulates: life span is significantly reduced 
with chronic exposure to particulates. 


<11>_POISONED/CONTIMINATED MARINE FOOD SOURCE- While notable efforts are being made to clean up the greater Boston 
Harbor, Logan’s continued Fieger and growth will ony pollute it more. The few remaining ‘harvested’ food sources available to residents of 
eastern Massachusetts are fish, shellfish and lobsters. Lobster bobs can be seen in the harbor adjacent to the airport-yet the airport during the 
winter dumps multiple tons of de-icing agents onto the tarmac which then runs off into the harbor. Likewise, an estimated 1% to 5% of 
incoming aircraft dumps some of their fuel prior to landing~a dirty secret that cannot be quantified easily. Finally, soot particulates and rain- 
borne aviation fuel etheuct is constantly precipitated and washed into the harbor. 


<12>_ ACCIDENTAL ACCIDENTS-—Logan, being 4 the size of what would be permissible by today’s FAA standards for airport acreage, is 
over congested to say the least. The Freedom-of-Information act has not been able to penetrate the code-of-silence that surrounds the weekly 
near misses both on the tarmac and within the airlanes of the immediate vicinity surrounding Logan. Aside from the pester think of the 
implications of a collision on a single block area in East Boston, Winthrop, Chelsea, Revere or Southie. Imagine a 747 after a collision or 
mechanical failure, plummeting to the ground just a few city blocks away from the tarmac into a densely populated neighborhood. 


ee DELIBERATE ACCIDENTS- Sabotage by way of suicide or remote actuation during takeoff or upon arrival could inflict the same 
evastation. 


<14>_ CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE- On a massive scale. The airport is obviously vulnerable to this kind of pressure from residents who feel they 
have nothing else to lose-since severe deterioration to their health, peace of mind, sleep, and child-raising is a foregone conclusion. Unless the 
United States and State of Massachusetts wish to reenact the Republic of China's Tiananmen Square massacre, I see no way that utilization of 
this pressure point by civil rights organizations can be prevented. 


We must be able to think more than a few inches ‘past our nose.’ How about 15~20 years ‘past our nose?’ Assume Logan airport is allowed to 
aidepe and to continue its inexorable pace of growth. What will Boston and its surroundings (including North and South coastal towns) look 
ike, sound like and feel like? Will there be perpetually hazed skies, polluted soil, and plus harbors? Will there be es minds from a 
“Mad Max ” survivor scenario-specters of an entire underclass of maimed people dwelling in subterranean “mitigated” habitats, subject to the 
constant roar of (by this time) enormous jet aircraft, weakened by toxic exhausts and discharges? Will these be “t le ae Will the 
city of Boston be a “throw-away” city? So-are we to be held in debt to the design considerations and constraints that were made a half century 
ago, when no one dreamed that a small city airport nestled dead center within Boston would grow to 500,000 annual flights? Should we 
assume this misconceived legacy and continue to nurture it? In another part of Boston, the “Big Dig” is correcting similar mistakes in a 
massive and 14 billion-dollar way. Logan is a mistake. A horrible mistake. Does that mean we have to embrace it’? We must seize the 
opportunity now to move it out of Boston, to drive a stake through its many ‘hearts’ of political influence. We must get it out of here or we will 


wither and die. 
Sincerely, ebay 7 
Al Engelhart P.E. 
South Shore Jet Pollution Council : ; 

Representative, Citizens Advisory Committee, Logan Airport 


John C. Silva_ Manager, Environmental Programs 


Airports Division, ANE-600 Mrs. Helen C. Engelhart 
FAA New England Region 96 Martins Lane 

12 New England Executive Park Hingham, MA 02043 
Burlington, MA 01803 

June 4, 2001 

Dear Mr. Silva: 


RE: Logan Airside Improvements Planning Project: 14/32 Runway Expansion 


I am a high-octogenarian grandmother living for long intervals at my son’s house. Maybe I’m anticipating incorrectly—but I expect 
some surprise on your part about someone like me—a person with “old” ears, and seemingly ‘far away’ (9 miles) on the South Shore, 
being wakened at night by ‘random’ flights over our heads (and homes). Well, my son and I have hundreds of records of such 
‘random’—mostly “late night, ‘wee hour’ flights going back for two years. As a matter of fact, they are documented in the literally 
hundreds of NAO Reports forwarded to us (and pooled to and extracted by my son and J). We have insisted on having our complaints 
documented to mirror the EXACT time and TYPE of jet aircraft that bothered or woke us. We have attempted to key-in the contents 
of these documents, but we have stalled at the overwhelming task so far—but we DO have about 400-500 entries—COMPLETE with 
‘voiced’ comments, wind directions, type of craft—everything, that is, 100% of the contents within the NAO sheets. (Contained on 
MS XL sheets, but could be converted to ANY data form). Do you have any suggestions on how we could take advantage of this data? 


Since the last two-plus-years, South Shore people have been inundated with about a 300% increase in flights at all hours of the day 
and night. The main reason for this inundation is that Massport wishes to divert many over-home flights away from the more 
concentric areas of metropolitan Boston so they can gain support—implicitly or explicitly, for the 14/32 expansion. They can say: 
“See, we can relieve you of these annoyances by flying aircraft ‘over-water’—so the expanded airport will not bother you.” This is 
why (we don’t believe) we hear of too many complaints from say—-Dorcester. This is also why Milton officials have supported 14/32, 
because they have been promised relief from the very serious disturbances of overhead craft to which they have been subject for many 
years——and during which nobody listened to them. 


I am assuming (but we have no idea), of course, that your residence is within Boston, very close to Logan, so that you can see these 
things for yourself. Somewhat humorously (not humorlessly) we have been told that my son is ‘ranked’ for the Year 2000 at No.6, in 
regard for requests for NAO Reports. Someone in our ‘party’—another Hinghamite, has the great (and possibly dubious) honor of 
being ranked “Number 1!” At any rate, the below flight times are nearly precise tags on these obnoxious flights. Titnes outside of the 
late night-early morning times represent other complaints—excessive noise, unusual patterns (like 5 tiers of aircraft going in diverging 
directions precisely over our home.) Times, like ‘05:58p’ denote those obnoxious props which can penetrate through 18” of Owens- 
Corning insulation laid a top my son’s bedroom ceiling. Below is just a ‘sampling’ of some of these flights. 


? 
Sincerely Yours—Helen C. Engelhar’ DA(h CG . Ecgolhant 


01/03/01 Wednesday 01:44p 
01/07/01Sunday 04:56 16:48 
01/12/01Friday 03:46 04:12 04:16 


01/13/01Saturday04:21 
01/14/01Sunday 11:10 11:20 22:17 22:31 
01/18/01 Thursday 05:45 05:51 05:54 05:55 06:14 08:08 08:36 


01/19/01Friday 04:18 

01/21/01Sunday 21:19 

01/27/01 Saturday20:55 

01/29/01 Monday 05:00 

01/30/01 Tuesday 02:00 02:26 02:39 02:43 05:58p 

02/01/01 Thursday 02:56p 

02/07/01 Wednesday 04:44 04:47 04:49 04:51 04:54 05:11 05:39 05:44 05:46 05:55 
02/08/01 Thursday 05:23 17:35 

02/10/01 Saturday06:02 

02/11/01Sunday 08:35 

02/13/01 Tuesday 16:50 

02/14/01 Wednesday 04:16 

02/15/01 Thursday 04:47 04:55 05:26 05:30 05:31 
02/17/01Saturday05:30 05:40 06:03 

02/18/01Sunday 07:11 07:15 

02/20/01 Tuesday 03:44 08:11 

02/21/01 Wednesday 05:45 05:48 05:50 05:54 05:59 06:16 06:23 
02/22/01 Thursday 04:58 05:58 05:59 06:01 06:04 

02/23/01Friday 00:10 

02/27/01 Tuesday 17:21 

02/28/01 Wednesday 17:23 

*,..small “p” means “prop”, which often is the most penetrating of all sounds into our home. 
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THOMAS J. MALONEY Letter 215 


18 PARKVIEW DRIVE 
HINGHAM, MA. 02043 


May 29,2001 


Mr. John Silva, Manager Capitol Programs 
Federal Aviation Administration 

12 New England Executive Park, Box 510 
Burlington, Ma. 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva, 


I am writing to you regarding the EIS report by Massport to construct a new runway, 
known as 14/32 at Logan International Airport. My family and I are absolutely opposed to 
this proposal due to the reasons listed below in my letter. We are already subject to 
unbearable noise now, without this proposal. The EIS maps show that ALL of the new 
arrivals and departures are scheduled to pass right over our area! We have been recording 
complaints at Massport for years and no one is even responding to the current problems, 
including the FAA. The problems are serious and yet no one will respond. 


I am a business person and use Logan for travel. I have experienced some delays. at 
Logan. However, nothing at Logan is worse than what has been happening to my home and 
community. 


Currently at Logan, every flight pattern and runway configuration in use sends air traffic 
over our area. We NEVER receive a moment of quiet time anymore! I can send you 
copies of my complaints registered at Logan and you will see that every runway 
configuration is listed on the different reports. Herein lies the problem, which needs to be 
addressed now, before a new runway should even be considered. 


Every night now, no matter what the wind direction or weather conditions, our area is 
subject to constant take-offs, which come in a steady stream from the north and east. This 
goes on all day also, if planes are leaving Logan. Especially from 5:00 p.m. till midnight. At 
times, during this same period, we also are subject to landings at the same time and at a 
lower altitude coming from the north, (to the east of the city) and turning in a loop to land 
over the Quincy/Milton areas. During this time there can be up to three jets passing 
overhead at the same time. The landing jet, from the north, and two departing planes, 
coming in from the east, spaced very closely so the noise from all of the planes is present at 
the same time. There 1s also at the same time, at a lower altitude smaller prop type planes 
passing overhead coming down from the north. This means that we are subject to, at times, 
the noise from four planes passing over at the same time! I have videotapes of this 
happening and it occurs at least every day! This is not right, and there is no reason, any 
community should be subject to this. At midnight till 6:00 a.m., we are subject to ALL 
landings, on runway 33. Massport calls this pattern “over the water” operations, which is 
really over our homes. These planes are typically very large, loud, cargo (Fed Ex, etc.) 
planes, which wake our family from their sleep. I can read the signage on the tail of the 
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plane from my bed! It is exhausting, and very dangerous to a person’s health, to be sleep 
deprived; yet Massport does nothing to help this situation. These planes are low enough 
that their landing lights can light up our rooms, and vibrate windows and objects within our 
house. 


Again, Massport ignores our requests for relief, stating these are “over the water” 
operations, or these planes are up very high over our area. What is the DNL of a plane, 
which can cause this noise and vibration? According to Massport we are not even included 
in any effected zone, yet this happens almost daily now. Also the constant noise, not even a 
single minute at times, as just as a departing planes noise fades the next one takes over, or 
the noise from the three and four planes passing overhead at the same time. What is the 
DNL in these situations, which we are subject to everyday? All day! Something is seriously 
wrong that Massport and the FAA allow this to go on everyday. Someone is responsible for 
allowing this to go on! How can Massport’s new runway proposal show that all of the new 
departures and landings will also pass over our area? It is horrifying that this is even being 
seriously considered with the current problems not even addressed! 


We are all aware that we live near a major international airport and we must share some 
of the burden of such a facility. However is it fair with the way things are now? Is it right 
that every night now my children are awakened from their sleep? Every night we are 
disturbed even trying to read a bedtime story? Even with the windows closed. This was 
never the case in the past and no one, in any community should be subject to this! Yet this is 
every day now for at least two years, and many complaints regarding the noise have been 
made, including letters from our Selectmen, yet, no response from Massport. 


This is no exaggeration. You can look at Massports own records, visit our area, or I 
would be happy to send you my complaint forms. I am also a member of our town’s 
Airport task force, so I could forward you many of our resident’s reports also. 


We are pleading with you for some relief! There is no excuse to subject one area to this 
much noise. Please look into this and help to resolve this very disturbing problem. We also 
ask that you do not approve any plans for the new runway! The Greater Boston area is 
saturated with noise and pollution from Logan now. The environment and the people living 
in this area cannot absorb any more negative effects of this proposal. 


Sincerely, 


Thomas Maloney and Family 


Ce: 


Mr. Robert Durand, Secretary, Executive Office of Environmental Affairs, att: MEPA office, Arthur Pugsley 
Ms. Jane Garvey, FAA, via e-mail 

Governor Jane Swift, via e-mail 

Representative William Delahunt, c/o Mr. Daniel Condon, via fax 

Senator Ted Kennedy, c/o Ms. Crissy Martin via e-mail 


18 PARKVIEW DRIVE 
HINGHAM, MASS. 02043 
DAY (617) 577-9600 
HOME (781) 741-5956 
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| - | Dear i of St. Jerome’ S,. 


Two years ago, I was blessed by bee assigned to St. ‘ 
|Jerome Parish. St. Jerome's is a. warm and. vibrant i 
community of faith. Both parish and school are places |, 
where the picarnee of Christ can be clearly seen and felt. : 


‘behind the ‘expansion, criticized” its’ environmental impacts. on nearby’ 
communities, ie called for more Coherent regional transpoitation pa 
ning. me a ae | 
The full text of the resolution tBads as follows: J 
. “The Cellucci/Swift Logan Runveay Expansion Proposil is bad for ihe 


| Unfortunately, . as many’ of" you ‘already ‘Anow; I have 2 

developed '-a.. severe insomnia. problem while in North }} 
Weymouth. The heavy street and air traffic by our rectory at f ‘i 
| [night has meant that I usually sleep well only one out a fF 
runway idea. Massachusetts needs creative and courageous leadership | | svery three nights. . This situation has S begun | to impact | 


derstand the importance of:alternatives such as demand and . 
28 alesse tecmifiee to reduce over-scheduling and is invest in a. : pouceabl en my healt i 
4 In consequence of this, and on the advice of my physician, } ° 


may grr ae transportation network, re ee | 
oly S : 
/ issachusetts Democratic: ic Paty aes ¢ ,f the Archdiocese has decided to reassign me somewhere with hi 

a lags night traffic. This reassi gnment will ae place effective - 

[June 5, 2001. | | 3 


‘asafo and. dependable flight ir 
_ is a serious ‘problem ‘0 


- travel delay problem other. than tum to this Shiniped a and ineffective 


y o It i is with great sadness that I ‘depart fei St. Jerome’ s. Ite 
“ |Be] has been.a joy working with the parishioners here. And 1k 
aS é aaa "Hl ask you to please keep me in your prayers during this time of F’ . 
. lution and later: said, “Adding another qunway at Logan oe . 
ae mon a history of:reactive management at Massport under ||. transition, even as you are in mine. 
the Cellucci/Swift administration. It’s time to give neighborhoods affect- | 
ed by Logan some environmental relief while also giving travelers more 7 


~ and more sensible ~ transportation options.” me. 2 2 


meee tem etaannnAe eae te 


May the I ord. of Our Joumey ¢ continue +40 bless you andi, 


A Massport/FAA public 
hearing on the proposed 
new runway at Logan Air- 
port was scheduled for 
Wednesday at the Radisson 
Hotei, 200 Stuart St., from 3 
p.m. to 5 p.m. and resuming 
from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m. 

Bernice Mader, adminis- 
trative assistant to Mayor 
James Sheets and the city’s 
representative to the Com- 
munity Advisory Council to 
Massport and the Commit- 
tee Against Runway Expan- 
sion, said she would testify 
against so-called runway 
14/32 and urged Quincy 
, Tesidents to do the same. 

At 6 p.m., Mader added, 


_ many communities would | 


Page 14 The Quincy Sun. Thursday. 


To New Logan Runway 


ber and 19-year chairwoman 
of the Community Advisory 
Council, gave many reasons 
for her opposition to the 
sixth new runway at Logan 
airport, saying that the new 
Tunway would address less 
than one percent of the de- 
lays caused at Logan and 
that, in fact, onty four per- 
cent of Logan flights are 
actually delayed for’ any 
reason. 

Mader pointed to specific 
neighborhoods such as 
North Quincy, Squantum, 
Wollaston Beach, Merry- 
mount, Adams_ Shore, 


Houghs Neck, k, Germantown, 


join at the hearing for a uni- | 


fied, vocal demonstration of - | 
Opposition to the proposed 
new runway and centerfield | 


taxiway. 


Mader, a 21-year mem- | 


Under His Mercy, 


and Quincy Point which 
would be affected by the 
new Ttunway, with respect to 
both noise and the number 
of daily overhead flights. 

On three different occa- 
sions, Mader said, Mayor 
James Sheets and the City 
Council have voted unani- 
mously against the building 
of the new runway. 

Massport recently re- 
leased its final Supplement 
Environmental Impact Re- 
po:t and awaits FAA ap- 
proval before construction 


of the 5, ,000 foot runway 


can begin. 
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Building the new runway at Logan: What It Means To Our Neighborhood 
Massport is building a new runway (Runway 14/32) for the stated purpose of reducing delays at Logan. 


Fact: Delays at Logan will increase if the new runway is built. You'll not be able to fly in and out of Logan 
any quicker than you can today. 


Massport states the new runway will not have much of an environmental effect, because the planes will be 
routed “over water". - 


Fact: “Over water" means coastal regions including Hingham! In fact, South Shore towns are scheduled to 
bear the brunt of the planned expansion at Logan as a result of building Runway 14/32. Even though many 
of us are already significantly impacted by noise and air pollution because of current flights in and out of 
Logan, Massport intends to triple low-flying jet operations over the South Shore ( from 28,000 arrivals in 
1998 to 101,000 arrivals by 2008) . See the map on page 19 of the electronic version of Massport's DEIS, at 
www.massport.com/about/pic/c execu.pdf, shone meen buried in traffic. 


Fact: If jet operations triple as planned, the noise over the South Shore will be more continous and 
increase significantly from current levels. . . 

In addition, for towns lying under significant jet paths to and from a major airport, the exposure to potential 
carcinogens is as much as 3-5 times the EPA standard for a community. 


Fact: Despite the seriousness of these potential impacts to the South Shore, Massport and the FAA have 
not invited our communities to be part of deliberations on whether to build the runway. 


Now is the time to act. If 14/32 were to be built, it would be too late for our input as we watch our property 
values decline (by as much as $1.4 billion), our outdoor activities and sleep interrupted, and the quality cf 
life on the South,Shore decline, as we unwittingly subsidize the airline industry's profits. 


What can you do? 


1. Come to the Town Meeting on April 23rd when this ihatter will be discussed. Support the warrant article 
for funding a study of this issue (Cohasset and Hull have already. passed funding to do a study among 
the three towns). : af 


2. The period for public comment on the FAA's decision is from March 23 to May 8. | 

The FAA has scheduled a single public hearing, on Wednesday, April 25, from 3 to 5 PM and 6 to 11 PM 
(there will be an hour's break from 5 to 6 PM). The location is the Radisson Hotel on Stuart Street in 
Boston. It is critical that we show opposition to Logan expansion is stronger than ever! We urge you to 
attend, whether you plan to speak or not. oe 


3. In addition to comment at public hearing, you may send your written comments to Secretary Robert 
Durand, Massachusetts Office of Environmental Affairs 100 Cambridge Street, Boston MA 02201. Please 
consider sending copies to Senators Kennedy and Kerry, neither of whom has taken a public position on the 
runway. 


3. Call Massport's Noise Abatement hotline at (617) 561-3333 (press 2), whenever flights 
disturb you. It is important that they realize we are aware of their plans. Ask to have your concer cc'd to 
your elected government representatives; especially Senators Kennedy and Kerry. 


4. There is more information about this issue at the newly formed web site of the South Shore Jet Pollution 
Council at http://jet_noise.tripod.com. For additional information, go to www.stop1432.com . 


5. Contact Richard Goldhammer of 135 Martin's Lane for more information at (781) 741-8682. 
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Massport has forcibly thrown the invisibility 
weloak on the South Shore. Massport’s just 
released Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

claims that anew runway is a magic fix to cut pol- 
lution and noise impacts, while it triples — at the 
least —- very low altitude traffic and } pollution 
here. “Runway 14-32 Arrivals and Departures” 

on the South Shore are shown on the at) map 
in the first book of the DEIS, “ES-18”. Not only 
do new aerial expressways coming from the south 
stream over Braintree, Weymouth and Hingham, 
but the traffic from the north uses the South Shore 
to turn back on itself. and every plane impacts us 
twice, 

Map &S-!8 shows poiluting run amuck. 
Hundreds of thousands of jets converge. The 


— ort map shows 


cass rams ioe 


of emission trails, (Think J eruggerate? Look at 
the :nap.) If Massport could erase the South Shore 
from the Massachusetts map, would the pollution 
reduction claim be true? At a meeting last 
Monday mghi called by Mayor Menino (t the near: 
est we have to a wizard protecting us), close-in 


Help! Someove, make a peal 
grownup study of the region’s 
long term transportation and 
clean air needs... 
‘Sco 
neighborhoods reported an obscure footnote in 
the DEIS showing that they may get a four or 
five-fold increase in traffic. 
The longtime champion, Congressman 


Moakley, is ailing. The State’s powerful wizards 
with federal influence — Senator Kennedy, 


s polluting run amiuck 


— are stil! standing aloes from the madness and 
our real peri. Will they finally turn and face down 
the dangerous logic in Massport’ s short-sighted 
and ill | thought-out plan? Help! Someone. make a 
real, grownup study of the region’s long term 
transportation and clean air needs, instead! Please 
contact each of them and ask that he take the lead 
and dout: . 

It is urgent that we make the South Shore visi- 
ble during the short Public Comment Period for 
the DEIS t that ends in early May. Write now to the 
Massachusetts Secretary of Environmental 
Affairs (by May 11) and the FAA (by May 7) to 
say that severe impact on the South Shore is bei ing 
ignored. Ask for a longer comment penod, for 
more public hearings, for hearings in our towns, 
not just Boston, to take place “before May 7 
Converge on the one scheduled Public Heanng on 
the DEIS j in Boston, April 25. 

Mary Ann Frve is a member of the Hingham Jet 
Noise Task Force and an alternate to the South 
Shore Jet Pollution Council. 


whole of Greater Boston sues aah under a swirl 


Senator Kerry, our own Congressman Delahunt 
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pristake about it. Every “ which lands on that 
“new runway will first pass over the South Shore. 
The planes begin lining up around Marshfield to | 
the South and Norwell/Hanove: to the sou‘hwest,, 
and blenket the entire area north hesveen those, 
towns.and Logan. You may sot rece ave the full 
iinpact of the runway changes in place now, hovg 

~ “ever, if the new runway is built there will he fevi 
neighborhoods in this entire area which will 
escape the noise as ihere will now be wo parallel. 
approaches used at the same time over the South \ 
Shore. If you nave not experienced the full impact 
of what is taking place now, please visit Worlds 
End_ Reservation, probably the most beautiful 
piece of property in Greater Boston. There are 
planes tanding over that area about one every 2 2 
minutes for 12 to 12 hours non-stop. And if the 
runway is built this will be the preferred pattern in 
use at Logan over the entire South Shore area. Just 
think for a minute, all of this is being planned night 
now by. Massport and Federal Authorities, yet not | 
one has even contacted a single South Shore town 
or asked themto participate in planning or discus- 
sion of the issues, Not one can even returna phone 
call to our elected officials to hear our concerns! 
They are planning to build this runway with all the 
noise and pollution, what is ewial to an interstate 
aad over our homes, 24 hours a day. and feel 
they don’t even have to discuss it with us! This is 
a fact! Every resident needs to yet involved and let 
Massport, the FAA, your Governor, and all elect- 
ed officials know that you want this project 
stoppec now! Time is running out for the South: | 
Shore, your community, your friends, your fami- / 
ly, your home! 


nin wii hci ties beisalih nmi ain ats 


: a “head wie 
; 
‘Stop the runway 

TO TRE EDITOR: 

Massport has been slowly but steadily iticreas- 
-ing jet arrivals ana departures over the South 

Shore. This is no accident but is being done to 

calm the surrounding Boston neighborhood areas 

and hopefully. get a new runway constiucted. at 
Logan. Right new, without the new runway built, 
there is not one single runsvay configuration, 
which allov’s some quiet time on the South Shore. 
, This is not done to any other area in Greater 
; Boston! Even the closest neighbors to Logan get 
some quiet. 

Think for a minutesthe last tiuae you were out- 
_ side, day or night when a plane was not passing 
"overhead, sometimes: low, sometimes high, but 
+ always present! This does nv have to be! You can 
+ go to any town equally distant from Logan as the 
South Shore and not hear a single plane for hours 
fF afeven the entire day! ae riow Massport has 
} directed all 0 veright landings to fly on runway 
33 which: is directly over “our homes. These 
ovemight flights are typically huge, extremely 
_ loud cargo (Fed Ex) planes. 
~ Now Massport is telling everyone that the new 

runway will make their neighborhoods quieter as 
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Tom Maloney \ 
18 Parkview Drive | 


- all of the new runway traffic will be “over the 
, water”, Well, what that means to every residenton 


the Sc outh Shore i is “Over your homes” Make no 
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-Massport’s dream — 


no one lives on 


the South Shore 


Mary ANN FRYE 


Masspo:t is trying to erase the 
South Shore from the Massachusetts 
map. Massport wants to pretend that 
South Shore towns. taxpayers, 
homes, schools, churches, civic 
groups, public spaces and parks do 
not exist. Massport wants the FAA, 
the airlines, the US Congress and 
now the US President to pretend, 
too. : 

How does the South Shore look 
from the vantage of Boston-based 
proponents of Logan Airport run- 
way expansion, notably Governor 
Cellucct and his Massport 
appointees? It looks like Terra 
Incognita — the sketchy blank no- 
man’s land on the margins of 
antique maps, where there is noth- 
ing. In this vision, the South Shore is 
an alien wasteland beyond the pale. 

The “14/32” runway proposal 
depends on the acceptance of a level 
of noise throughout South Shore 
towns that the FAA calls “incompat- 
ible with residential land use,” in 
planning new airports. Massport 
wants, to wse Our town and private 
property as if it were not occupied. 

When the “Garvey Panel” was 
formed to study the environmental! 
impacts of “14/32,” the South Shore, 
targeted for the most severe impacts, 
was not included. No South Shore 
elected officials were even notified 
that we would get impacts. 
Individual residents happened on the 
plans and intormed their elected 
officials. The lack of respect shown 
fur our national, state and focal 
elected representatives is stunning. 

The 14/32 scheme is being pre- 
sented by Massport to the FAA and 
the US Congress as environmentally 
friendly, because it increases “over 


water operations.” All of the pro- 
posed operations pass at very low 
altitudes over the South Shore 
towns. They are catastrophically 
hostile to the heavily residential 
South Shore. It is hard to imagine 
any sane planner knowingly map- 
ping such damage onto established 
communities. 

The current policy of the Logan 
Airport Tower is to allow jet arrivals 
between midnight and 6 a.m. and to 
confine them as much as possible to 
a runway whose traffic crosses over 
the South Shore. towns. The FAA 
says it does this to’ spare all other 
{non South Shore) areas from being 
waked repeatedly by middle of the 
night noise. Why not impose a night 
time curfew, like. the Washington, 
DC, airport has and spare us, too? 

Logan Airport is jam-packed. A 
prominent aviation expert told the 
recent New England governors 
transportation summit that Logan is 
already five times as busy as what 
federal officials consider “congest- 
ed.” He said that Logan capacity is 
about to “hit the wall,” runway or 
not. Massport’s. only argument for 
14/32 is that it would reduce delays, 
but their own consultants project 
that any benefit would be tempo- 
rary, and non-Massport experts say 
delays and traffic would increase 
sharply. This would add more stress 
on national:aviation. 

Last week’s Boston Globe report- 
ed that Governor Cellucci is saying 
publicly he will leverage his friead- 
ship with President Bush to force the 
FAA to approve the 14/32 proposal 
over the opposition of communities. 
14/32 is a bad proposal. It is a 
wrecker for the South Shore. We 
residents and our elected officials 
need to force the real South Shore 
back onto the center of the map. 

Mary Ann Frye is a member of the 
Hingham Jet Noise Task Force. 
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“po jew runway at Logan Airport, there 
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its con chtty owe growth at Logan, 
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‘decade old proposal for a short. 5, 000- 
runway ata time when the entire coun’ 
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Author: "Chris Rifkin" <chris40l3@mediaone.net> at SMTPGate 
Date: + 12/9/00 5:16 PM Letter 21 9 
Noymal 


TO: Jane Garvey at AWAAOAADA 
Subject: Logan airport expansion 
alslatatahatatetatatatahatetataetettanatetedad tated teteRotatate Message Contents 


Jane Garvey 
AOA Administrator 
Federal Aviation Administration 


Dear Ms Garvey, 


I felt I had to write concerning the Logan airport expansion and the 
potential new runway. Thsi is in response to an article by Mary Ann Frye, 
Hingham Jet Noise Task Force, printed in the hingham Journal dec 7, 2000. 

I live on Hingham Harbor facing east. All incoming flights go directly 
over my house. With the exception of the Concorde that brought Mitterand to 
Boston University for a commencement address several years ago that was 
somewhat unerving because it flew so low, I have never been disturbed by the 
airplanes. On summer evenings, sitting outside, it is rather pretty to watch 
them coming in in such a regular pattern. As they fly overhead, the noise 
factor is not a problem as they are still very high. As I write this, I am 
watching planes coming in over my house. Through the closed windows I hear 
only a slight rumble, far less than boats cause on the water. 

I believe the new runway will reduce the number of planes now stacking 
up as they circle waiting for permission to land. This creates a pollution 
problem and well as increasing the danger of collisions. 

Yes, I am for the new runway. I think we need it now, not later. 


Sincerely, 

Chris Rifkin 

12 Causeway Rd 
Hingham, MA 02043 


Letter 220 


128 Pope’s Lane 
Hingham, MA 02043 
May 25, 2001 


John Silva 

Manager, Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, ANE-600 

FAA New England Division 

12 New England Executive Park 
Burlington, MA 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva, 


I am writing to voice my family’s opposition to the proposed new runway at 
Logan Airport. When we moved to Hingham seven years ago from neighboring Norwell, 
we were astounded at how loud the noise from the air traffic was. We built a new home 
on a lovely piece of land surrounded by conservation land and Wompatuck State Park. It 
took me personally almost two years to adjust to the constant noise that filled the air. It 
was so stressful that I tried earplugs, white noise machines, and headphones to soften the 
blow to my senses. Although I have learned to tune out most of the routine traffic noise, 
there are times when the vibrations from jets taking off over our house are palpable. The 
very structure of our house trembles -often through the night and into the early morning 
hours. On weekends in the summer, the steady stream of jets descending in quick 
succession over our backyard are our constant companions. 

Although we have gotten used to the barrage of jet engines, on a sleepless night 
the noise is jarring and intrusive. My husband was recently interviewed on the front lawn 
of our home for a television broadcast to Chevrolet dealers all over the country. When 
we viewed the program, the background noise from the air traffic came close to drowning 
out the dialogue several times and was so invasive that the host of the show commented 
on it. For all the beauty and charm of Hingham, we might as well be living right next to 
the Southeast Expressway. 

From an economic viewpoint, sure it would be great to have more planes taking 
more passengers to spend money in Boston. But what are the benefits to the people who 
actually live here? On a recent to trip to New York City, I found the masses of humanity 
teeming on the sidewalks overwhelming. Returning to Boston, the quite civilization of 
our city was refreshing. I am sure there are issues involved beyond the “not in my 
backyard” mentality, but what about all us citizens down below whose quality of life is 
being compromised? Do the numbers add up to such an advantage to the city of Boston 
or the Commonwealth of Massachusetts that the citizens who live here must be 
compromised? 

My family and I travel several times a year through Logan Airport, Although 
delays are pretty routine and annoying, I would be willing to put up with these if I didn’t 
have to listen to additional noise pollution on a daily basis. I hope you will consider the 
impact the proposed runway would have on the people who live here. 


Laura Revers Shulman 
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don't do 14/32 -- REGIONALIZE! 


1 of 1 


Subject: don't do 14/32 -- REGIONALIZE! 
Date: Mon, 04 Jun 2001 21:11:26 -0400 
’ From: malbrown <malbrown@mediaone.net> 
To: richg@mit.edu 
CC: plemnios@town.hull.ma.us 


to be snailmailed June 5, 2001 -- 


Mr. Arthur Pugsley 

c/o Secretary of Env. Affairs 
MEPA Office ; 

EOBA Nr. 10458 251 Causeway 
Boston MA 02114 


Dear Arthur Pugsley: 


Last fall, my wife and I heard Mayor Menino speak to a large crowd 

in front of the statehouse. He stressed this point: nobody had supplied 
him a reason why Boston 

should not prefer to REGIONALIZE, to ease airtraffic congestion. That 
would eliminate the need _ ; 

for runway expansion. We were there at the anti-14/32 gathering, 10 
meters or so from the woman wearing the ‘Hull NO' sign on her back. We 
agreed with her strongly then, and agree with her strongly now. 


Several bills since then have proposed the sensible idea -- halt 
all runway expansion (esp. what puts 70,000 more flights over 
already-congested Hull & Hingham airspace). Take time to study regional 


solutions. We have no doubt there are several viable ones out there. 
We 

can both remember when Newark Airport wasn't a serious part of the 
New York complex, when Stewart Airfield (Newburg) wasn't. Now it's 
of course better, being regionalized. 


Maybe our air-~quality needs to be studied hard (like the Harbor Islands 
Master Plan says it will do). Our powerlines in Hull suffer from "arc" 
troubles, more than salt-air explains. I learned from our Muni Light 
Plant manager that almost no utility in the nation seemed to have Hull's 


symptoms -- except Galveston, Texas! Makes a person think. Oil in 
our air? Maybe airliner fuel and/or aircraft emissions? 


Fd i ‘ 
-Malcolm Brown & Anne Larsen Al Soon Peet, [ 
126 Atlantic AV / fed. a mt 


Hull MA 02045 781-925-2402 
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Letter 224 


Eugene Courier 
68 K Street 
Hull, Ma 02045 
6/2/01 


John C. Silva, Mgr Environmental Programs 

Airports Division, ANE-600, FAA New England Region 
12 New England Executive Park 

Burlington, Ma 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva: 


Those of us who live in Hull, suffer from not one, but two annoyances from Logan 
Airport. The first is when I wake up each morning and listen through the quiet of my 
neighborhood, I can hear a steady drone of jet engines from the planes sitting on the 
ground at Logan. It is a continual background noise level that propagates across the bay 
to Hull. The second, and more visible annoyance, is the myriad of air traffic over our 
fragile peninsula. 


The residents of Hull exist in a continual environment of noise and air pollution 
generated by Logan airport. 


It is painfully obvious to those of us with the simplest of abilities to know that more 
concrete equals more air traffic. An added runway will neither reduce pollution or the 
traffic that produces it. 


I urge you, in the name of humanity and sanity, to disallow the increase of suffering to 


Hull and the other the “runway” communities of Boston harbor. Please do not approve 
runway 14/32. 


Sincerely, 


Eugene Courier 


Letter 225 


20 May, 2001 


John C. Silva 

Manager, Environmental Programs 

Airports Division, ANE-600 

FAA New England Region 

12 New England Executive Park 

Burlington, MA 01803 

Sir - 

Runway proponents call us water, we call it Home. 


Two solid mornings of jets. From a drone to window-rattling thunder, it seems to always be there. 


We think we are already doing our fair share. Please don't make it worse. 
Thank you, 


[Ble 


840 Nantasket Avenue 
Hull, MA 02045 
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tO: All Interested Parties Letter 


(See distribution list in Volume I] of Supplemental Draft EIS/Final EIR) 


Project Name: Logan Airside Improvement Planning Project (Project") 
Project Location: Boston-Logan International Airport 
Boston/Winthrop ) 


‘Project Proponents: Massport, Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 


C 

\o 

SUBJECT: Transmission of Executive Summary of Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact e: 
Statement and Final Environmental Impact Report ("Supplemental Draft EIS/Final 


ee EIR") — Notice of Public Hearin 
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On behalf of Massport and the FAA enclosed please find one (1) copy of the Executive Summary 
of the Supplemental Draft EJS/Final EIR for the above referenced Project, which has been prepared and 
is being processed as a joint document under federal and state law, respectively. 


In accordance with federal requirements, five (5S) copies of the Supplemental Draft EIS have been 
diniited to the Environmental Protection Agency. In accordance with state law, three (3) copies of the 


SUOMLLCGS LO t 
Final EIR have been submitted to the Executive Office of Environmental Affairs of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. Notices of the filing and availability of the Supplemental Draft EIS/Final EIR will 


also be published as required by federal and state law. The federal comment period for the Supplemental! 


Draft EIS will be open until May 7, 2001; the state comment period for the Final EIR will be open until 3 = S 2 

May 11, 2001. Comments on this document can be submitted directly to: 3¢ 2 = 
SESS 

Final EIR Supplemental Draft EIS “a 

Secretary of Environmental Affairs John C. Silva S 8 3 

Attention MEPA Office -Manager, Environmental Programs & 3 

Mr. Arthur Pugsley - EOEA No. 10458 Airports Division, ANE-600 = 8 

251 Causeway Street New England Region 

Boston, MA 02114 12 New England Executive Park 

Rirhineton. MA O1803 
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Letter 230 


April 18, 2001 
7 Gallops Hill Road 
Hull, MA 02045 


To Whom It May Concern: 


We wish to take this opportunity to express our opposition to the development of a new runway at Logan 
airport. The era of mid-city airports is past, and further expansion of Logan is a very costly stop-gap 
measure. Regional airports are underutilized and difficult to reach on public transportation, and these 
are the problems that should be addressed for the future of eastern Massachusetts. Noise and pollution 
from overhead traffic is already a major problem for coastal communities such as Hull. The building of 
yet another runway that would increase air traffic over our community would seriously impact our quality 
of life and property values. We strongly urge you to find a more forward thinking solution. 


Debra A. Kirby, Ph.D. 


Alan M. Fujii: MD 


APR23 2001 
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LOGAN REPORT FALLS SHORT 


YEAR AGO, when Federal Avi- 
ation Administration head Jane 
Garvey called on Mayor Menino 
and Governor Cellucci to assem- 
fA, it ble a panel to review the pro- 

- posed new runway at Logan Airport, there 
was hope that the issue would get such a com- 
plete airing that all sides could be satisfied 


with the result. For that to happen, the draft- . 


ers of the project’s environmental impact re- 
port needed to give full and fair consideration 
to all possible alternatives for solving Logan’s 
delay problem, including ways to curb peak- 
time congestion and a proposal for restricted 
use of the new runway. 

~ Regrettably, the report issued ast ee 
fails on Score and is not likely to win over 
the mayor and other runway critics. A single 
all-day public hearing will be held April 25 at 
the Radisson Hotel on Stuart Street. . 

' As this page said when Garvey pulled the 
panel together over a year ago, a case could be 
niade for the runway, especially ifits use is 

_ limited to the high northwest wind condi- 
tions for which itis designed. But by taking a 
blinkered approach to the delay issue, 
Massport misses an opportunity to enhance - 
its own ability to manage growth at Logan. 

Massportis essentially sticking to its three- 
decade old proposal for a short 5,000-foot 
runway at a time when the entire country is 
peing forced by national near-gridlock to take 
amore encompassing approach. Within 
weeks, the FAA is expected to put on the table 
‘# menu of demand-control measures for New 
‘York’s delay-plagued La Guardia. These solu- 
tions could become standard for other air- 
portsaswell, bee 
_, There are two delay-causing factors at Lo- 
an that most other airports do not face. One 
is its configuration of runways that, during 
high northwest winds, leaves just one or two 

‘runways available. The other is the airport's 

extremely high proportion of small commuter 
and personal or corporate planes, 42 percent 
of all traffic. These planes service fewer than 
10 percent of all Logan passengers and slow 
operations because in landing patterns they 
must be spaced farther behind the turbu- 

Jence-causing wake of any big jet ahead of 

them. ae 

- The environmental report ducks the issue 
oftaking any action to reduce puddle-jumper 
congestion by claiming that over-scheduling 
is simply not one of the reasons that Logan 

‘has the country’s sixth worst delay problem. 
It claims Logan officials rarely schedule more 
than the stated capacity of 120 takeoffs and 
landings an hour. But the runway problems 
and a taxiway limitation make practical ca-. 
pacity less than 120 much of the time. 

Massport’s analysis of Logan-caused delays 

attributes 25 percent of them to northwest 
winds and says the new runway and other im- 
provements will eliminate about 29 percent. 

‘This still leaves passengers with a huge part 

of the delay problem unsolved. 

_” Back in September, the Garvey panel heard 
from Amadeo BR. Odoni, the T. Wilson Profes- 
sor of Aeronautics and Astronautics at MIT, 
who said that the delay-reduction benefit of 
the new runway would be real but temporary, 
as demand grows and congestion worsens. He 
gave high marks to peak-period pricing as a 


delay-fighter, saying that a 1 percent reduc- 
tion in flights could reduce delays by 7 
percent. 

But the runway report relegates peak pric- 
ing to some future possibility, even though 
the new US transportation secretary, Norman 
Mineta, has spoken approvingly of it. If Mass- 
port inaugurated this —- or some other de- 
mand-control measure — now, it could signal 
airlines to plan their future purchases of air- . 
craft knowing that Logan will be pushing for 
afieet of fewer, bigger craft.. 

The report gives even shorter shrift to the 
proposal to restrict use of the runway to days 
with héavy northwest winds, not granting 
this the status of a formal alternative. But in 
an appendix, the report states that if the run- 
way were limited to days with northwest , 
winds of 10 knots or stronger, the delay-re- 
duction benefit of the runway would drop 
only from 29 percentto24 percent. _ 

Massport Executive Director Virginia 
Buckingham says that a wind-restricted run- 
way is “perhaps a compromise we can live 
with,” although the agency is clearly not hap- 
py about giving up the 5 percentage points of © 
delay reduction. Still, that would not be such 
a high price to pay ifit bought the agency 
something that it has precious little ofin its 
dealings with neighboring communities: 
credibility. . — 

After years of broken promisesby 
Massport, the win restriction wouldgive 
neighbors a way to ensure that the new run- 
way is, as Massport contends, for delay reduc- 
tion only and not to expand operations at 
ps) ee 

Claiming the runway is only for delay re- 
duction permits Massport to present it as an 

" environmental plus that will improve air 
quality by reducing fuel-wasting delays. 
Somehow, Massport wants the public to be- 
lieve that a smoother-running Logan with the 
new airway and other improvements will not 
attract new business to the airport. In fact, 
the creation of a runway for the exclusive use_. 
of small planes could well lure more of them. 
to Logan — and Massport does not have the 

legal standing to deny them. 

Tfthe improvements do boost total oper-. 
ations at Logan, the health and noise impact - 
of the project change dramatically. This ar- 
gues for Massport to. wait until a state Depart- 
ment of Public Health study of the airports ~ 
éffect on neighbors’ health is completed. 

Buckingham makes no bones about the fact 
that airport managers need more power in 
dealing with airlines — in Logan's case, to ful- 
fill its primary purpose of serving internation- 
al and long-haul domestic travel while shed- — 
ding smaller-plane service. Until now, an 
agency that looks like Mike Tyson to its neigh- 
bors has been treated like a 90-pound weak- 
ling by the airlines. La Guardia’s delay deba- 
cle is about to change that, however. _ 


Massport will be a better steward of the 
public’s right to fly safely and convenient! 
and of its neighbors’ right to healthful and. 
less noisy conditions once it has more power 
to control who uses Logan. In that environ ho uses Logan. In that environ- 
ment, 2 compromise on a wind-restricte 
runway might get Massport and the cotumu- 


nities to “yes.” 


Letter 233 


Richard Lasoff 
Cecile Robicheau 
188 Cadish Ave. 
Hull, MA 02045-1522 


June 3, 2001 


Dear Mr. Silva: 


Please do all that you can to block the proposed additional ranway at Logan 
Airport. We are residents of Hull and are interrupted throughout every day with 
the loud sound of overhead airplanes. We Hull residents are not fighting against our 
share of noise and pollution, but more would be unnecessary, unfair and 
unbearable! We would like to support the neighborhoods even closer than Hull in 
their fight against an additional runway. The noise level in some of those towns is 
already terribly disruptive to a normal life. I advocate the development of other 
regional airports. Why should everyone drive to our neighborhoods to take off and 
land over our yards? Please fight for fairness. 


Respectfully, 


Cecile Robicheaua 
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AIRPORT DELAYS 


LINES TO WAIT IN , C 
WAITING ON PHONE FOR RESERVATIONS ae 
WAITING BECAUSE COMPUTER IS DOWN FOR RESERVATIONS 

WAITING ON PHONE TO CHECK RESERVATIONS 

WAITING FOR NEW RESERVATIONS WHEN FLIGHT IS CANCLED 


WAITING FOR BUS TO AIRPORT 
LINES AT COFFIE SHOP 

LINES AT GAS PUMP 

LOCAL TRAFFIC 

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC 


. ESPRESSWAY TRAFFIC 

. TUNNEL & BRIDGE TRAFFIC 

. TOLL LINES 

. UN-CLEAR SIGNS 

. AIR PORT TRAFFIC 

. DEPATURE DROP OFF LINES 

. PARKING LOT FULL 

. NEXT PARKING LOT FULL 

. SATALITE LOT WAIT FOR BUS 
. BUS IN TRAFFIC 

. LINE TO GET OFF BUS 

. LINE TO GET BAGS OFF BUS 

. LONG LINES TICKET DESK 

. LINES SECURITY CHECK IN 

. LINES FOR FOOD/ SUNDRIES 

. LINES GATE CHECK IN 

. LINES TO BOARD PLANE 

Zi, 


LINES ON PLANE TO STORE BAGS 


DELAYS 
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OVERBOOKING 

WEATHER; PLANE GROUNDED 
WEATHER; PLANE DOES NOT COME IN 
MECHINICAL 

LABOR SITUATIONS 

GATES NOT AVALABLE 


Increased runway capacity=more planes 
More planes = more people 

More people= more lines _ 

More lines =more delays 


Letter 235 


A new runway will not eliminate any lines or delays. A new runway will increase lines and 
delays. A new runway will increase air and noise pollution over land and water. 
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Letter 236 


DON EUNSON 


34 Jamaica Street, Jamaica Plain, Massachusetts 02130-3819 Tel: (617) 522-4112 


June 5, 2001 


Mr. John Silva 

Manager, Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, ANE-600 

New England Region 

12 New England Executive Park 
Burlington, MA 01803 


RE: 
Logan Airside Improvement Planning Project 


Supplemental Draft EIS 


Dear Mr. Silva, 


I have reviewed the Executive Summary of the EIS yet I remain unconvinced by its 
arguments and I vehemently oppose the construction of runway 14/32. 

I have lived in Jamaica Plain since 1990. The quality of life in this part of the city has 
so deteriorated due to jet noise in recent years that I am considering leaving Boston. 


I urge you to reject the Supplemental Draft EIS for the Logan Airside Improvement 
Planning Project for the following reasons: 


§ Massport justifies its plans to expand Runway 14/32 on the premise that Logan 
must be the primary flight gateway for passengers and freight to the 

New England Region. This is not necessarily true. I believe that for true 
environmental justice air traffic must be regionalized. It is not appropriate for 
Boston residents (or for any one community) to bear the burden of the entire 
region's air traffic noise and air traffic pollution. Instead, I urge the creation of a 
comprehensive regional planning process by independent transportation experts. 


§ According to the EIS we residents of Jamaica Plain are considerably out of the 
60db contour for jet noise. I can tell you, however, that jet noise in our 
neighborhood is already approaching intolerable. When wind direction forces 
countless flights per hour to take off over Jamaica Plain, the jet noise is loud and 
incessant. It awakens me early in the morning -- occasionally it keeps me from 
falling asleep — in the winter with closed windows . On a summer evening the jet 
noise makes a back yard barbecue impossible. Sometimes even indoor conversations 
are interrupted. 


JQUN 67 200N1 


§ Massport is segmenting its development plans to increase the size and 


capacity of Logan over the long term and is not admitting it. Massport's claim that it 
is not trying to increase capacity is clearly ludicrous every time that business and 
tourism representatives testify to the need for a new runway in order to meet the 
ever-growing demands of the metro-Boston economy. 


§ Much, though not all, of the opposition to Logan expansion is due to the impact 
of jet noise on residential neighborhoods. Much of this controversy would dissipate 
if the U.S. had quieter jets. It is time that the state and federal environmental 
agencies, regional port authorities, and the FAA got together to craft more stringent 
regulations on the allowable noise of U.S. commercial jets. 


Sincerely, 


D.H. Eunson, J 


Letter 237 


June 4, 2001 


Mr. John Silva 

Manager, Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, ANE-600 

New England Region 

12 New England Executive Park 
Burlington, MA 01803 


RE: Logan Airport Supplemental Draft EIS 
Dear Mr. Silva, 
I strenuously object to development of runway 14/32. 


I have reviewed the Executive Summary of the EIS and attended the public hearing on 
April 25. I live in Jamaica Plain and am impacted by take-off noise on a regular basis 
though we are theoretically outside the 60 db noise contour. I am also a frequent user of 
Logan Airport for work and pleasure and appreciate its convenience. I have experienced 
both delays and on-time service. 


I disagree with the EIS and with Massport over the issue of runway 14/32 for the 
following reasons: 


" Massport i is segmenting its development plans to increase the size and capacity of 
Logan over the long term and is not admitting it, which makes the EIS irrelevant to 
the larger issues of their impact on the surrounding environment and communities. 
On the one hand, they have said they are not looking to increase capacity with this 
project, only increase efficiency, but on the other hand they are looking to increase 
operations from 510,000 to 656,000 per year and passengers from 27.4 million to 45 
million. This increase in use will have a serious negative impact on our communities 
and it should be part of the evaluation. They may say 14/32 is intended to be 
unidirectional now, but all that growth would put a lot of pressure on their need to 
pursue multidirectional use or iengthen it to reduce delays in the future. 

= Massport justifies its development on the premise that Logan must continue to be the 
primary flight gateway for passengers and freight to the New England Region. The 
cover of the EIS Executive Summary demonstrates their intentions very clearly. This 
presumption is wrong. Logan does not need to be the principal gateway. It should 
share that role more equally with the other facilities in the region, including Peace 
Airbase in New Hampshire. That approach will truly regionalize air traffic in New 
England as opposed to the minimal efforts they are currently making. Why doesn’t 
Logan Express provide direct transportation to the other airports? 

« The noise contours look good on paper, but they do not truly convey the impact of 
the jet noise on our communities. Though we are considerably out of the 60db 
contour in Jamaica Plain, there are many times when we need to stop conversation, 
because we cannot here each other talk over the roar or are awoken early in the 


morning. This is above and beyond the aggravating constant noise of jet traffic when 
airline traffic is routed over Jamaica Plain. Massport says 14/32 will reduce noise 
impact by initially flying over water before turning over land. By comparing the 
distance of those flights with our distance from the airport, I know there will still be 
significant noise impact on the land area. | 

= The Executive Summary only compares the preferred alternative with no action. For 
a true evaluation to be made it would be helpful to see the comparisons with at least 
one of the other alternatives that did not include 14/32, the most controversial 
component of this airside improvement proposal. The Executive Summary is the 
most accessible document for the public at large to comment on, yet it does not 
provide that critical information to help the public determine the benefits that will be 
made to airport efficiency by the other components of the proposal. How much more 
will 14/32 improve operations beyond these other components? Is it worth the costs 
to our quality of life? 


The EIS is not an accurate assessment of the impact that 14/32 will have on the Boston 
area, especially those communities most impacted by flight operations and paths. It is not 
an accurate assessment of the alternatives to building 14/32. It does not look at the 
expodential growth that 14/32 will allow and how all that traffic will impact the adjacent 
communities. It does not convey the true impact of noise on outlying communities. It 
does not examine the benefits of seriously increasing a regional approach to air traffic, 
which would reduce the need for Logan to build capacity. And finally, it is deceptive 
because it segments the impacts of the long term growth of Logan Airport into smaller, 
more ‘benign’ projects that will have ‘minimal’ environmental impact while meeting a 
supposed need. 


I urge you to reject the EIS for the Logan Airside Improvement Planning Project and urge 
Massport to seek other alternatives to increasing its runway capacity, especially an 
enhanced effort at regional solutions. Logan is in the wrong place to be the principal 
gateway to New England. It must share more of that role with the other airports. 


Dots as’ Evans 
34 Jamaica Street 
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130 
617-522-4112 


Jamaica Plain, MA 02130 oe rere 
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Manager, Environmental Programs, Airports Division, ANE-600 MAY 2 2 900) 
12 New England Executive Park | 
Burlington, MA 01803 ut > 
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Dear Mr. Silva, 


Massport’s Environmental Impact Statement only begins to outline some of the 
consequences which will occur if Runway 14/32, the centerfield taxiway, and changes. to 
procedures for landing during bad weather are allowed to go forward. Organizations like 
Audubon have shown that the best hope for preservation and conservation is if people 
reside in the city. The more people who develop land and live in the suburbs, the more 
difficult it is to sustain habitat for indigenous species. If air traffic at Logan is allowed to 
increase to the levels projected by Massport, people who can escape to the suburbs will. 
More roads, more lawns, more pesticides, more cancer, more habitat destruction, more 
death. Yet Massport’s EIS does not begin to address unintended consequences such as 
this. 


Issues of air and noise pollution are of major concern to us. While we realize that 
residents of Boston benefit from the airport, it also brings serious negative environmental 
consequences to inner city residents. We feel that Massport’s document does not 
adequately address the impact of its proposals on the health of East Boston residents in 
particular, Massport clearly does not want to represent this information in its EIS 
otherwise it could easily access data from the East Boston health clinic medical staff. It 
could analyze data on air pollution it has been collecting. Of course this data is likely to 
be detrimental to the “preferred alternative” presented and therefore has conveniently 
been omitted. 


In the 1980’s community residents along the South End, Roxbury, and Jamaica Plain 
joined together to oppose a new superhighway. They fought for an investment in public 
transportation. This resulted in the Orange Line, Southwest Corridor Park, and in tact, 
thriving neighborhoods. Today we take a similar and equally forward-thinking stand: 
public money must be used to build an infrastructure which links regional airports by rail. 
We must encourage means of transportation which are less polluting. Now that the Acela 
train runs between Boston and New York, there is every reason to scale back the number 
of flights between these two cities to three a day. If people want to fly to or from New 
York, mney can do so from other regional airports. 


Massport’ s figures anticipate Logan passengers to reach 37.5 million in 2015. Our roads 
and our lungs cannot take another ten million passengers. We need omer alternatives. 


| Words Ah adr Bx ch, M.D 


c Worse ley, MEPA, EOEA 10458, 251 Causeway St., Ke ston, MA 02114 


Letter 239 


Page I of 1 


Kehoe, Barbara(ENV) 
From: — CodeNameSpc@aol.com 

Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2001 12:14 PM 
To: Kehoe, Barbara (ENV) 

Subject: EOEA#10458/ Logan Runway 14-32 


To whom it may concern, 


This E-mail is to bid in favor of runway 14/32 at Boston Logan. 
International airport. | have been a resident of Jamaica Plain, MA 02130 for 
15 years. | frequently make use of our city's airport located in East 
Boston. It is a shame to see Boston make national news in the negative 
manner, that it does with our airport being on the top ten list for aircraft 
delays. What is the true reason, may | ask, that the airport's proposed 
runway 14/32 is being delayed for construction? | will make my comments 
brief. The fact is that aviation will never go away or decline. Not as long 
as there are people living and businesses operating. As the economy grows 
along with aviation, Boston must also grow and compete with other major 
metropolitans around the country. Runway 14/32 will aid Boston in that 
competition by letting air commerce expand in the state's money making region 
that Logan International sit in. Is pollution really the issue when there is 

‘more pollution generated from the planes that are on the runways now sitting 
and waiting to take off on Logan's 50 year old runway configuration? Is noise 
also a factor when the local delivery truck and construction trucks of the 
"BIG DIG" drown out the jetliner 3000 feet away from my home. So please, as 
a resident of Boston, Massachusetts, and a patron of Logan International 
Airport construct runway 14/32. Because, airplanes nor the delay problem will 
not just go away. Although a regional airport system will help the delay 
stress at Logan, runway 14/32 is still a pressing issue. 


Thank you for your time, 
Steffen Landrum 
of Jamaica Plain 


Letter 240 


19 Roseway St. 
Jamaica Plain, MA 
June 3, 2001 


John C. Silva, Manager, Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, ANE-600 

New England Region 

12 New England Executive Park 

Burlington, MA 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva, 


I am writing to express my dissatisfaction with Massport’s plan to build Runway 14/32, 
the centerfield taxiway, and Massport’s proposals to change procedures for landing 
during bad weather. As a long-time Jamaica Plain resident, issues of air and noise 
pollution are of major concern to me. 


Air Pollution 

While it may be that the Environmental Impact Statement submitted by Massport meets 
the criteria for improvements it is proposing, it does not go far enough. Logan Airport is 
known as one of the top six polluters in Massachusetts. I don’t believe airports should be 
allowed to continue to operate without complying with Public Right to Know legislation. 
What levels of toxicity are residents exposed to when they are enjoying Franklin Park as 
a recreation area and they breathe in fumes from plane after plane as they depart and land 
at Logan? For years Massport has promised a health study but neglected to follow 
through. We should not implement Massport’s “preferred alternative” before we have 
real data on the health of residents who live near Logan. It’s up to all of us to demand a 
process which looks at the bigger picture, not a piecemeal analysis of one runway. Of 
course one runway doesn’t look like anything more than a needle. But it is one needle 
that broke the camel’s back. Furthermore, every needle counts if all over the state, 
taxpayers have to foot the bill for higher health care and health insurance costs. 


Process 

Massport has outlined one preferred alternative and compared it with a course of no 
action. The public deserves to hear a variety of options. What possible excuse could 
there be for not submitting multiple options? If the argument is that Logan needs to 
address delays in order to remain a center for economic growth, a desirable convention 
destination, a world class city, then there is no reason why this process of preparing an 
environmental impact study should not take another year or more if needed. The public 
comment period ought to be extended. This process cheats people of vital information. 


As the comment period on EOQEA #10458 draws to a close, I realize that Massport has 
done very little to make residents aware of the comment period. A couple years ago, 
Massport ran commercials on TV stations to let the public know how crucial a new 
runway is. However, at this juncture when residents have a right to make their voices 
heard, there has been no media blitz. I don’t hear public service announcements on 
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WBUR or WUMB. I don’t see billboards. If a person isn’t already actively following 
this issue, they have little chance of learning that their comments are welcome and how to 
submit them. I question the validity of thispublic comment period and wish that it were 
extended another two years. This would allow time for promised health studies to be 
undertaken and the results disseminated, and the public to be made aware of the 
implications of Logan’s continued 


This report does not seriously consider Peak Period Pricing. It doesn’t consider a slot 
system, such as the one implemented in Chicago and other major airports which 
experienced significant delays. Massport and the FAA have not been willing to 
compromise on any measures which would allay some of the negative impacts. For 
example, curtailing flights after 10 p.m. and before 7 a.m. or most recently, releasing 
information on which companies’ planes are generating the highest decibel levels at the 
quietest hours. For these reasons, it is hard to accept Massport’s claims in good faith. 


I hope you will read beyond the lines of text submitted by Massport and make a careful 
decision based on the unfair burden of health and safety risks that Massport’s “preferred 
alternative” would add to inner city residents.I feel that Massport’s document does not 
adequately address the impact of its proposals on the health of East Boston residents. A 
long promised study on air pollution and health risks in neighborhoods surrounding the 
airport has yet to be undertaken. Massport promised this study years ago. Nor does the 
EIS address the impact of noise on neighborhoods beyond a certain radius from the 
airport, though residents in our neighborhood alone have logged over 1000 complaints in 
the past year. 


I understand that delays at Logan Airport have significant consequences for individuals 
as well as the region’s economy. Yet I wish that Massport’s process had included a trial 
period for interventions such as the Peak Period Pricing strategy or the slot system used 
at other major urban airports. I believe that other alternatives must be explored rather 
than accommodating ever increasing numbers of travelers at Logan. 


Sincerely, 


a 


CC: Senators Kennedy, Kerry, and Secretary Pugsley 


